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SHAPING THE PRESIDENTIAL ELEC 


Article I. Congress shall make no law respecting an 
establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or 
abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or the right of the 
people peaceably to assemble, and to petition the Government for a 
redress of grievances. 


Article II. a well-regulated militia being necessary to the 
security of a free state, the right of the people to keep and bear arms 
shall not be infringed. 


Article IESE No soldier shall, in time of peace, be quartered 
in any house, without the consent of the owner, nor in time of war, 
but in a manner to be prescribed by law. 


Article I V, The right of the people to be secure in their 
persons, houses, papers, and effects against unreasonable searches 
and seizures shall not be violated, and no warrants shall issue, 
but upon probable cause, supported by oath or affirmation, and 
particularly describing the place to be searched, and the persons or 
things to be seized. 


Article VY No person shall be held to answer for a capital, or 
otherwise infamous crime, unless on a presentment or indictment of 
a grand jury, except in cases arising in the land or naval forces, or in 
the militia, when in actual service in time of war or public danger; 
nor shall any person be subject for the same offense to be twice put 
in jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall be compelled in any criminal case 
to be a witness against himself, nor be deprived of life, liberty, or 


property, without due process of law; nor shall private property be 
taken for public use, without just compensation. 


Article VI « In all criminal prosecutions the accused shall 
enjoy the right to a speedy and public trial, by an impartial jury of 
the state and district wherein the crime shall have been committed, 
which district shall have been previously ascertained by law, and 
to be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation; to be 
confronted with the witnesses against him; to have compulsory 
process for obtain-ing witnesses in his favor, and to have the 
assistance of counsel for his defense. 


Article VII. tm suits at common law, where the value in 
controversy shall exceed twenty dollars, the right of trial by jury 
shall be preserved, and no fact tried by a jury shall be otherwise 
re-examined in any court of the United States, than according to the 
rules of the common law. 


Article VI IT, Excessive bail shall not be required, nor 


excessive fines imposed, nor cruel and unusual punishments inflicted. 


Article IX. the enumeration in the Constitution, of certain 
rights, shall not be construed to deny or disparage others retained by 
the people. 


Article X. the powers not delegated to the United States by 
the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the states, are reserved to 
the states respectively, or to the people. 
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The Shadows of Power 

James Perloff exposes the subversive roots and globalist 
designs of the Council on Foreign Relations. (2011ed, 
273pp, pb, $10.95) BKSOP 


Dollars & Sense 

Dollars & $ense, by John E McManus, is an excellent tool for 
teaching Americans about the nature of money and how to 
solve inflation. Given the current economic crisis, it is a must- 
see! (2008, 48min, cased DVD: 1/$5.95; 10/$49.50;25/$98.75; 
100/$225.00) DVDDASC (2008, 48min, sleeved DVD: 
1/$1.00; 11-20/$0.90ea; 21-49/$0.80ea; 50-99/$0.75ea; 
100-999/$0.70ea; 1000+/$0.64ea) DVDDAS 


The Law 

Frederic Bastiat, in his classic exposé of socialism and 
communism as “lawful plunder,” explains the fundamental 
principles involved in determining the proper scope of 
government. He also explains socialist fallacies. (2007ed, 
74pp, pb, $4.95) BKL 
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Foundations: 

Their Power and Influence 

Renee A. Wormser examines some of America’s most powerful 
tax-exempt foundations; their actions, as opposed to their stated 
purposes; the interlocking groups of men who run them; and their 
influence on the country at large. First published in 1958. (1993ed, 
412pp, pb, $19.95) BKFPI 


The Creature From Jekyll Island 

G. Edward Griffin unmasks the secrets behind the manipulation of 
our nation’s money supply by providing an insider’s look at how the 
Federal Reserve came into being and how it controls the value of 
the dollar. (2010, 5" ed, 608pp, pb, $22.95) BKCFul 


1984 

Orwell warns against a nightmarish world of the foreseeable future. 
He describes in horrifying detail a time when the state reigns 
supreme and the words “individualism” and “dignity” are nowhere 
to be found in the “politically correct” vocabulary of “newspeak? 
Originally published in 1949. (1981ed, 328pp, pb, $8.95) BK1984 


4 


ee 


et 
a ae 


“ 
TP 
ery # 


= vs a, 


bane 


——S 


—, 


« 
+ ae 
vt 


‘ 
‘s 
WW 


TITLE PRICE TOTAL PRICE The | pe) Jot I " 
Mail completed form to: 
'Shop]} ss org ShopJBS * P.O. BOX 8040 
. APPLETON, WI 54912 
Order Online: www.ShopJBS.org 
Credit-card orders call toll-free now! 1 -800-342-6491 
Name 
Address 
WIRESIDENTS ADD —_SHIPPING/HANDLING it tat Zi 
5% SALES TAX (SEE CHART BELOW) TOTAL avy nla P 
For shipments outside the U.S., please call for rates. QO Check QO VISA O Discover fm = ed 
Order Subtotal | Standard Shipping | Rush Shipping () Money Order (©) MasterCard QO American Express MISArDicove Ansan res 
$0-10.99 $4.95 $9.95 Standard: 4-14 9 cur Digit V-Code 
$11.00-19.99 $7.75 $12.75 business days. Make checks payable to: ShopJBS 
$20.00-49.99 $9.95 $14.95 Rush: 3-7 business 
$50.00-99.99 $13.75 $18.75 days, no P.O. Boxes, # Exp. Date 
$100.00-149.99 $15.95 $20.95 HI/AK add $10.00 
$150.00+ call call Signature 120206 


MADE IN THE U.S.A. 


Valves and controls for the oil and gas industry worldwide 


KIMRAY 


WWW.KIMRAY.COM » 405.525.6601 


Ihe Leal mee ai -_ A Am TO, 
neW BREREUE BUGEEE 


Vol. 28, No. 3 February 6, 2012 


POLITICS 

Media: Shaping the Presidential Election 

by Thomas R. Eddlem — Establishment media bias shapes the 
theme of the presidential elections, helping to create a Republican 
“flavor of the month” front-runner. 


POLITICS 


Wisconsin Governor Scott Walker Faces Recall 
by Brian Farmer — Campaigners to recall Wisconsin Governor Scott 
Walker submitted signatures to force a new election, but their victory 
relies on the public being ignorant of the disputed law’s benefits. 


ECONOMY 
U.S. Fed Bailout of Euro 


by Alex Newman — The Federal Reserve has taken steps to bail out 
over-spending countries in Europe and their banks. 


WORLD 


Big Push for UN’s International Criminal Court 
by William EF Jasper — The Obama administration and high-powered 
globalists are trying to empower the International Criminal Court. 


BOOK REVIEW 


Reading About Ron 

by Jack Kenny — Jason Rink’s book Ron Paut: Father of the Tea 
Party takes readers on a journey through the life of Ron Paul, 
beginning with his youth, and it marks transformative points in his life. 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 


Labeled “Dangerous” 
by Jack Kenny — Barry Goldwater preceded Ron Paul by many 
years in being labeled dangerous over his foreign policy views. 


THE LAST WORD 

Dangerous Debt-ceiling Follies 

by John F McManus 

Letters to the Editor The Goodness of America 
Inside Track Exercising the Right 
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About a Book Review 


The review by James Thornton of the book 
This Is Herman Cain (“Cain’s Caliber,” No- 
vember 21, 2011) omits a very important 
point on this autobiography of the now-for- 
mer GOP presidential candidate: The book 
was ghost-written. 

One of the hallmarks of America’s cor- 
rupt Republicrat political establishment 
is the near-certainty that during every 
presidential election season at least one 
candidate comes out with a ghost-written 
book attempting to enhance his or her 
image. Cain’s so-called autobiography was 
written by Jerry and Deborah Strober — a 
husband/wife writing team living on the 
ritzy Upper East Side in Manhattan, New 
York. Jerry is a Democrat, while Deborah 
is a Republican. The Strobers arranged for 
Cain’s recent trip to Israel that just hap- 
pened to coincide with Glenn Beck’s rally 
there. 

Thornton and the TNA editors were some- 
what remiss either in not learning of this 
ghost-write or in deeming it unimportant to 
the book’s review. Whichever it was, it was 
a serious omission. I believe ghost-writing 
is highly insulting to readers, is dishonest, 
and should be illegal. Regardless, America 
should consider itself fortunate that Cain’s 
alleged sexual indiscretions persuaded him 
to drop out of the race. His ghost-written 
“autobiography” and his insider credentials 
disqualify him as a presidential candidate 
for America’s patriot cause. 

KENNETH REYNOLDS 
Bronx, New York 


Andrew Dickens’ letter to the editor entitled 
“Conservatism and Christianity” in the De- 
cember 19 issue, in which he takes to task 
Fr. James Thornton for claiming in a book 
review of This Is Herman Cain that Chris- 
tianity states that life begins at conception, 
missed a key point when it claimed that the 
Bible disproves Thornton’s claim. 

St. John the Baptist leapt in St. Eliza- 
beth’s womb at the approach of Mary, 
pregnant with Jesus Christ. “For behold as 
soon as the voice of thy salutation sounded 
in my ears, the infant in my womb leaped 
for Joy.” (St. Luke 1:43; Douay-Rheims 
Bible.) One could find other passages, such 
as “From my mother’s womb, thou art my 
God.” (Psalms 21:11.) 

Dickens states that he’s “personally op- 
posed to abortion and vehemently opposed 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


to late-term abortions,” but then he throws 
in the towel by believing that life begins 
“with the breath of life,’ using Adam as a 
prototype although Adam was created, not 
born. If life does not begin at conception, 
then there is no reason to oppose abortion. 
Once a child is conceived, that child has 
unique, complete DNA and will grow into 
nothing other than a human being — first 
a child and, God willing, later an adult. I 
have never seen an embryo grow into an oak 
tree. One should err on the side of life if any 
doubt exists. 
ROBERT G. DWYER 
West Bend, Wisconsin 


This letter is in response to Andrew Dick- 
ens’ misleading letter to the editor (Decem- 
ber 19 issue) and his support for his claim 
that the Bible indicates that life begins at 
birth, not at conception. Dickens takes great 
pains to pick through scripture and present 
only those very rare verses that appear to 
support his claim, ignoring the many that 
don’t. 

First of all, he chose the only translation 
of the Bible and the only verse in that trans- 
lation that refers to the unborn Christ Child 
as a “holy thing.” All other verses refer 
to pregnant women (at least 25 verses) as 
being “with child.” 

Second, his point that the Bible says that 
when “men fighting” cause a miscarriage, 
they only received a fine, not a “life for life” 
penalty — meaning a child was not killed in 
her womb, which would call for the death 
penalty — falls flat on its face if one sim- 
ply quotes the verse he refers to (Exodus 
21:22): “If men struggle with each other 
and strike a woman with child so that she 
has a miscarriage...” The unborn is again 
referred to as a child. There is no contra- 
diction in the fighting men paying a fine. 
The Mosaic Laws did call for “life for life” 
penalties, but only under very specific cir- 
cumstances, i.e., premeditated murder. Ac- 
cidental killing, for instance, except when 
due to flagrant negligence, was not given a 
life-for-life penalty. 

CHUCK REED 
Windsor, California 


Send your letters to: THE NEW AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial @thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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Firewater and Other 

Urban Fracing Legends 

Gasland, the movie, claims that 
natural-gas drilling is polluting both air 
and water, but the evidence — even that 
gathered by Democrats when they were 
in charge — says otherwise. (October 24, 
2011, 48pp) TNA111024 


Judge, Jury, and Executioner 
President Barack Obama recently had 
a 16-year-old American boy, who was 
living in a foreign country, assassinated 
— without a trial of any sort. Should 
Presidents be allowed to kill with 
impunity? (December 5, 2011, 48pp) 
1™NA111205 
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Shaping the Presidential Election 
The fact that the GOP has seen so many 
front-runners in this presidential race 
would seem to indicate Americans are very 
fickle about candidates, but the media are 
really making up their minds for them. 
(February 6, 2012, 48pp) TNA120206 
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Fanning the Flames of Crisis 
Considering the likelihood of a euro 
crash, Europe’s very rich are making 
travel plans, while political elites are 
maneuvering to use the crumbling euro 
to centralize all power in Europe. Here’s 
what the elites know. (January 9, 2012, 
A8pp) TNA120109 


Raw Milk Mandates 

The U.S. government purportedly 
protects people’s rights to “choose” 
what they wish to do with their own 
bodies, but when it comes to ingesting 
items one wishes — such as raw milk 
— government persecutes Americans. 
(January 23 2012, 48pp) TNA120123 
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Santorum’s Pro-life, Pro-family Credentials Leave Much to Be Desired 


After an unexpected close second-place finish behind Mitt Rom- 
ney in the January 3 Iowa Republican caucus, GOP presidential 
hopeful Rick Santorum was riding high. A week later, however, 
he crashed back to earth, placing fifth in the New Hampshire 
Republican primary. Still, the former Republican Senator from 
Pennsylvania said he expected to get another boost from the Janu- 
ary 21 South Carolina primary, where his reputed pro-life record 
would be rewarded by “values voters.” However, as Santorum 
headed into the Palmetto State primary, pro-life activists were 
exposing his opportunistic 
support for pro-abortion 
legislation and pro-abor- 
tion candidates. 

Many voters have been 
shocked to learn that 
Senator Santorum, often 
considered to be the most 
stalwart of pro-life politi- 
cians, had voted to subsi- 
dize abortion and Planned 
Parenthood, the largest 
provider of abortions in 
America. He has also 
voted for the Democrat- 
sponsored “Freedom of 


Rick 
Santorum 


AP Images 


Access to [Abortion] Clinic Entrances Act,” which is being used 
to federally prosecute peaceful pro-life protesters who demon- 
strate outside of abortion clinics. 

A group called Iowans for Life first went after Santorum on 
the issue before the caucuses there, distributing fliers calling the 
former U.S. Senator from Pennsylvania a “Pro-Life Fraud.” The 
leaflets highlighted, among other points, the fact that Santorum 
had “a long and storied history of campaigning for radical pro- 
abortion candidates” such as former Sen. Arlen Specter — a Re- 
publican who later turned Democrat. 

South Carolina pro-life commentator Brian Frank wrote in the 
S.C. Hotline that Santorum’s vote to fund Planned Parenthood 
actually “makes him a partner in crime of the ungodly murder of 
the innocent unborn.” 

Frank and other pro-lifers have reminded voters that Santorum’s 
campaign in Pennsylvania for pro-abortion Arlen Specter for the 
U.S. Senate, against the more conservative, pro-life Pat Toomey, 
was a devastating blow to the pro-life cause. It also enabled Senator 
Specter to cast the key GOP vote to pass ObamaCare. 

Beyond abortion, many conservative voters are shocked by 
Santorum’s voting record in the Senate on issues such as support 
for unconstitutional gun control, the Medicare Part D prescription 
drug program, raising the debt ceiling, invading Iraq without a 
declaration of war, and expanding the unconstitutional Depart- 
ment of Education. 


Are Romney’s Bailouts the Bain of His Existence? 


After picking up early wins in the Iowa and New Hampshire 
primaries, Mitt Romney’s finances have come under increased 
scrutiny. Republicans have been relentless in attacking President 
Obama’s federal bailouts — even though many Republicans 
voted for them — but now many are calling Romney the “Bailout 
King.” Democrats and Republicans, liberals and conservatives 
are examining the details of multiple federal bailouts, amounting 
to more than $50 million, raked in over the years by Bain Capital, 
Romney’s financial services company. 

A big part of the former Massachusetts Governor’s supposed 
appeal is his “real world” business experience. However, much 
of Romney’s fortune has been made not from genuine private 
enterprise but by taking advantage of government programs. 

“This should go without saying, but criticizing Mitt Romney is 
not criticizing ‘capitalism’ or ‘free enterprise.’ Moreover, Mitt’s 
not the man any conservative should want out in the public arena, 
defending capitalism or free enterprise as a spokesman on our 
behalf.” So wrote conservative commentator John Hawkins in a 
piece for rightwingnews.com entitled “Mitt Romney: The Bailout 
King of American Politics.” Hawkins notes that “Mitt made big 
profits more than once by sticking other people with the tab.” 

Hawkins continued: “Moreover, not only did Mitt support 
TARP, he has admitted during the debates that he’s open to EVEN 
MORE bailouts. Put it all together and even Barack Obama is to 
Mitt’s right on bailouts. Does it really make sense to have someone 


like this as the GOP nominee? Isn’t this exactly the sort of capital- 
ism on the way up and socialism on the way down mentality [that 
was] a big part of the reason why the Tea Party was formed)?... Is 
this what conservatives will have to defend in 2012 in the name of 
‘capitalism’ because Mitt Romney’s the nominee?” 

At the same time that Romney’s Bain bailout scandal began to 
catch significant notice, another Romney/Bain scandal also began 
to percolate up: the matter of major “conservative” talk-radio 
shows catering to Romney. Many of the top radio shows promot- 
ing Romney are owned by Clear Channel, the giant media con- 
glomerate that broadcasts (and richly rewards) Rush Limbaugh, 
Sean Hannity, Glenn Beck, and many other radio talk-show stars. 
And Bain (Romney) is one of the main owners of Clear Channel. 
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S&P Signals Coming European Debt Crash 


Fall of 
the euro 


itl Ft uD 
oS La musca 


Standard & Poor’s (S&P), the U.S. credit ratings giant, low- 
ered its rating on the credit-worthiness of nine European nations 
January 13. “It’s not the cut in the rating that is historic,”’ BNP 
Paribas economist Dominique Barbet told the Wall Street Jour- 
nal. “Tt’s the depth of the euro crisis that is historic.” 

“We have lowered the long-term ratings on Cyprus, Italy, 
Portugal, and Spain by two notches,’ S&P noted in a press re- 
lease, and also “lowered the long-term ratings on Austria, France, 
Malta, Slovakia, and Slovenia, by one notch.” The change for 
Portugal brings the nation’s debt to junk bond status at BB; a rat- 
ing of at least BBB- is needed for investment-grade debt. 

S&P wrote that the lowered ratings on sovereign debt were 


because of “fiscal profligacy” and poor government plans to curb 
that profligacy. “The policy initiatives that have been taken by 
European policymakers in recent weeks may be insufficient to 
fully address ongoing systemic stresses in the eurozone,” Stan- 
dard & Poor’s said, stressing that “the agreement is predicated 
on only a partial recognition of the source of the crisis: that the 
current financial turmoil stems primarily from fiscal profligacy 
at the periphery of the eurozone.” 

The debt bubble is not limited to Europe; it’s a global crisis. 
S&P lowered the U.S. government’s credit rating from AAA 
to AA+ in August of last year because of excessive borrowing 
and a poor plan to end the borrowing. The S&P rating change 
at that time included a “negative outlook,” which means that 
S&P believes there’s a good chance the U.S. government would 
have its credit rating lowered again in the next two years. S&P 
also reduced the credit rating of Japan, which has an astonishing 
220 percent and rising debt-to-GDP ratio, to AA- in November 
of last year. By way of contrast, the U.S. debt-to-GDP ratio is 
just over 100 percent, and Greece defaulted after it passed the 
160 percent marker. 

The S&P conclusions concerning the EU are clearly merited, 
but were nevertheless based upon a flawed Keynesian economic- 
school analysis of the European economic crisis. Standard & 
Poor’s praised the European Central Bank and its bailout organ, 
the European Financial Stability Facility, which has been en- 
abling the same fiscal profligacy that S&P is condemning. 


Deadly Battles Still Rage in Libya as Rival Militias ula 


Gun fights south of Tripoli between rebel militias and forces still 
loyal to the late Libyan despot Moammar Gadhafi left several 
dead and dozens wounded on January 15, according to news re- 
ports. And it is not over yet. 

The outbreak of violence, however, was only the latest incident 
in what has become a deadly wave of turmoil across Libya. Rival 
militias struggling for power continue to wreak havoc — months 
after the death of Gadhafi — despite Western leaders such as 
President Obama having declared the international regime- 
change operation a success several months ago. 

The new Libyan regime — composed primarily of top-level 
Gadhafi functionaries, “former” terror leaders, and assorted radi- 
cal Islamists — has been trying in vain to disarm the various 
warring parties. Particular emphasis has been placed on subduing 
forces still loyal to the slain dictator. So far, however, the disarma- 
ment campaign has met with little success, as roaming bands of 
heavily armed militants refuse to recognize the new rulers. Gad- 
hafi is also reported to have distributed vast stockpiles of money 
and arms among his supporters before he was killed. 

The most recent round of violence was in and around the capi- 
tal on January 15, according to the Associated Press. Militiamen 
from the town of Gharyan reportedly sought to arrest suspected 
Gadhafi loyalists supposedly being protected by a militia from 
the nearby village of Al-Asabia. Hospital officials in the area 


Gadhafi 
supporters 


cited in news reports said at least five people had been killed in 
the clashes so far. Some 50 are reportedly wounded, with the ten- 
sion showing no signs of abating any time soon. 

But the deadly battle was hardly an isolated incident. Earlier in 
January, a powerful militia from the city of Misrata and an armed 
group from Tripoli exchanged machine-gun and anti-aircraft fire 
in the capital. At least four people were reportedly killed in that 
fight — one of many to rock Libya since the fall of Gadhafi. 

Analysts and political leaders have been warning for months 
about the potential for more civil war. Foreign powers and the 
new rulers, meanwhile, have urged Libyans to submit to the Na- 
tional Transitional Council (NTC) as soon as possible to avoid 
further bloodshed. 


AP Images 


Indiana Democrats Boycott Their Own Legislature 

“Like Yogi Berra, I’ve got that déja vu feeling all over again.” 

Facing a vote that would likely assure Indiana becoming another “right to 
work” state, Democrat state Senators stayed away from their jobs, something 
they have done in the past. Their boycott prompted Republican House Speaker 
Brian Bosma to issue his remark. 


AP Images 


Columnist Points to Romney’s Flaws but Still Likes Him 
“The reassuring thing about Mitt Romney is that for most of his life he probably Souldi? t have voted 
for today’s Mitt Romney.” 

Council on Foreign Relations member and New York Times op-ed columnist Nicholas Kristof also 
pointed out that the leading GOP candidate for the nomination has several CFR members, who push 
globalism and world government, as advisors. 


UN Tells All Nations to Legalize Abortion 

“Criminal laws penalizing and restricting induced abortion are the paradigmatic examples of impermis- 
sible barriers to the realization of women’s right to health and must be eliminated.” 

Ina report to the UN General Assembly, Special Rapporteur Anand Grover 
made clear that the world body in no way supports the right to life of an infant 
in the womb. 


Will Canadian Oil End Up in the United States or in China? 

“[The oil] is going to go to China if we don’t build the pipeline here.” 
Pointing to the proposed but currently blocked proposal to build a 1,700-mile 
pipeline from Canadian oil fields to refineries in the U.S. Gulf Coast, Senator 
John John Hoeven (R-N.D.) joined with TransCanada’s energy president to urge 
Hoewal construction of what is known as the Keystone project. 


AP Images 


Widespread Criticism Follows Passage of National Defense Authorization Act 

“This law can apply to pro-lifers, yes. It would allow the military to show up at your door if you’re a 
‘potential terrorist’ and put you in military detention where seeing a lawyer is difficult.” 

John Whitehead, a constitutional expert, a founder of the Rutherford Institute, and a prominent at- 
torney, responded to questions about a provision in the 2012 National Defense Authorization Act that 
gives the President power to arrest and detain persons suspected of peacefully opposing some govern- 
ment policies. 


Iraq Politician Frightened About His Country’s Future as U.S. Forces Withdraw 

“The political process is going in a very wrong direction, going toward a dictatorship. People are not 
going to accept that, and most likely they are going to ask for the division of the country. And this is 
going to be a disaster.” 

Deputy Prime Minister Salah al-Mutlaq, a Sunni Muslim, believes that the 
Shiite Muslims led by Prime Minister Nouri al-Malaki have no intention of 
sharing power with Sunnis or Kurds. 


Italy’s Prime Minister Confirms Dependence on European Union 

“Ttaly, in order to develop economically and socially, needs Europe; and Eu- 
rope to be stronger needs Italy.” 

In office since November 2011, Prime Minister Mario Monti claims that only 
EU cooperation can pull all of its members out of the widespread European 
debt crisis. 
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One “Change” That Isn’t Good for America 

“The American Way used to be about sacrifice, personal responsibility and hard work. Today it’s about 
‘what’s the government going to do for me next?’” 

Republican political consultant Chris Ingram likes Ron Paul as a wild card in the race for the GOP 


nomination. @ 
— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANUS 
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Establishment media bias shapes the theme of the 
presidential elections, helping to create a Republican 
“flavor of the month’ front-runner. 


by Thomas R. Eddlem 


Most veteran conservatives have long known that television personali- 
ties and major newspaper reporters give far more political donations to 
Democrats than Republicans, with almost no donations at all to genuine conserva- 
tives. The Washington Examiner reported in 2010 that, according to a Center for 
Responsive Politics survey about employees donations in 2008 at the three major 
news networks (ABC, NBC, and CBS), “The Democratic total of $1,020,816 was 
given by 1,160 employees’ of the three major broadcast television networks, with 
an average contribution of $880. By contrast, only 193 of the employees contribut- 
ed to Republican candidates and campaign committees, for a total of $142,863. The 
average Republican contribution was $744.” This corresponds with earlier studies 
of the party registration of major media personalities and reporters conducted by 
the Media Research Center. 

Even affiliates of NewsCorp, which owns Fox News and the Wall Street Jour- 
nal, gave to Democrats in 2008 by a three-to-one margin, according to the Center 
for Responsive Politics. NewsCorp and the other media continue to give heavily to 
Democrats in the 2012 cycle as well, though NewsCorp CEO Rupert Murdoch gave 
$1.25 million to the Republican Governors Association in the 2010 cycle. 

Although the establishment media has a strong bias for liberalism and gov- 
ernment intervention, it’s not political donations alone that reveal the real media 
influence on elections. The establishment media’s real major influence — what 
truly shapes the election — is whom it chooses to shine its spotlight on. That’s the 
key bias and the reason for the “flavor of the month” of Republican presidential 
front-runners throughout 2011. 


| ; ow does establishment media bias shape the theme of presidential elections? 
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Republican presidential candidates Rep. Ron Paul (R-Texas), left, and Rep. Michele Bachmann 
(R-Minn.) participate in the Republican debate on Dec. 10, 2011, in Des Moines, lowa. 
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The establishment media’s real major 
influence — what truly shapes the 
election — is whom it chooses to shine 


its spotlight on. That’s the key bias and 
the reason for the “flavor of the month” of 
Republican presidential front-runners. 


“Flavor of the Month” Media Spotlight 
When Representatives Michele Bachmann 
of Minnesota and Ron Paul of Texas fin- 
ished at the top of the August Iowa straw 
poll, the media chose to cover the Bach- 
mann candidacy alone. The day after 
Bachmann finished first in the straw poll 
(with Ron Paul a mere 152 votes behind, 
out of 16,892 votes cast), she landed inter- 
views on all five national Sunday political 
television shows. Meanwhile, Paul was 
booked on none. Within days, Bachmann 
was at the top of the national polls in the 
presidential race. 

Author, talk-show host, and Cur- 
rent TV commentator David Sirota told 
CNN’s Reliable Sources after the lowa 
straw poll, “Ron Paul doesn’t fit the nar- 
rative,” saying that Ron Paul’s divergence 
from the Republican Party neoconserva- 
tive agenda creates media bias against 
him. Paul is a social conservative and 
the most fiscally conservative candidate 
in the race. But unlike all of the other 
Republican candidates, he opposes un- 
necessary U.S. forces being deployed 
abroad and supports abolition of the 
Federal Reserve Bank. “And, so,” Sirota 
concluded of Rep. Paul, “he’s being sort 
of written out of the story because he 
can’t be put through the prism of the red 
versus blue summer camp color war idea 
that dominates so much of our politics. 
It’s really sad, because here’s a guy who 
has had political success, who by every 
other metric that any candidate would be 
judged by would be included as a front- 
runner or at least in the debate about who 
is going to win or could win the Repub- 
lican nomination.” 


Raising Cain: Surprise candidate Herman 
Cain was a temporary sensation, but his 
campaign imploded under allegations of 
sexual harassment and marital infidelity. 


But a month after the Iowa 
straw poll, after a few verbal 
miscues by Bachmann, the 
media had redirected its spot- 
light to Texas Governor Rick 
Perry. Perry became the Sep- 
tember “flavor of the month.” 
Perry botched several debate 
performances, and the media 
cast about looking for an- 
other neoconservative alter- 
native to Mitt Romney. That 
chance for another flavor of the month 
came when Herman Cain won the Florida 
“Presidency 5” straw poll September 24, 
the weekend after Ron Paul won the Cali- 
fornia GOP straw poll. 

Paul had won a straw poll in a larger 
state, and by a more decisive margin, 
but Cain’s agenda was more in line with 
the media narrative of a neoconservative 
being electable. Despite never holding 
elected office, Cain got non-stop media 
coverage, while Ron Paul’s win was hard- 
ly discussed at all by major media. And 
within weeks, Cain had replaced Perry as 
the national poll leader for the Republi- 
can nomination. 

MSNBC’s Mika Brzezinski asked 
Rep. Paul on Morning Joe, “So congress- 
man, why is Herman Cain at the top of 
the polls?” Rep. Paul acknowledged the 
media bias: “I think he’s gotten some very 
big boosts. You know, the week where he 
really soared, he won a straw vote in Flor- 
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ida. And he was on the news constantly... 
[The previous week] I won the straw vote 
in California. Zero coverage.” When the 
Cain campaign imploded from allegations 
of marital infidelity, the media spotlight 
turned to Newt Gingrich. Gingrich like- 
wise soared in the polls for a month, rid- 
ing the media spotlight until his record of 
kowtowing to Freddie Mac’s mortgage 
agenda was examined. 


The Two Establishment Media Themes 
Why Rep. Paul was spurned by the major 
media time after time had everything to do 
with two-pronged media bias. 

The first level of bias is the standard 
partisan bias. One example of this was 
ABC News’ George Stephanopoulos’ 
debate moderation January 7. Stepha- 
nopoulos had served as a campaign ad- 
visor for three Democratic campaigns 
(Michael Dukakis, Dick Gephardt, and 
Bill Clinton), and during the debate con- 
tinued as if he were a Democratic Party 
functionary. In a January 7 GOP debate, 
moderator Stephanopoulos asked GOP 
presidential hopefuls whether a state ban 
on contraception would be constitutional, 
even though no state had actually called 
for banning contraception. Stephanopou- 
los was simply seeking to manufacture a 
phony campaign issue for Democrats in 
the fall. 

The standard partisan bias from the 
old three major networks works against 
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Flash in the pan: Boosted by favorable media attention, former House Speaker Newt Gingrich was a rising star — until his scandal-plagued past 


was examined. He may yet rise again if the media can make enough out of his endorsement by Texas Governor Rick Perry. 


Ron Paul because much of the leftist 
media have adopted the warmongering 
neoconservative foreign policy agenda, 
while many others see Paul as too dan- 
gerously electable against an Obama ad- 
ministration that has stripped the nation 
of much of the Bill of Rights and engaged 
in several unconstitutional wars without 
congressional consent. Other parts of the 
leftist media have a grudging respect for 
some of Paul’s positions, and will occa- 
sionally give him a voice on their shows. 
But these opportunities are limited, as 
Paul is painted as being an unelectable 
candidate in what leftist media elites see 
as an evil Republican Party dominated by 
yahoos and backwoods goobers. 

The other, more important, bias against 
Paul is the neoconservative bias represent- 
ed by the Fox News Channel and Clear 
Channel radio talk shows. Most media 
bias against Rep. Paul’s candidacy can be 
summed up as “ignoring Dr. Paul.” Among 
the prime examples of media bias in this 
manner during the Iowa straw poll, CNN 
anchor Drew Griffin and CNN deputy po- 
litical director Paul Steinhauser talked on 
the day of the Iowa straw poll about the 
candidates: 


Steinhauser: We have live pictures 
of Ron Paul, but you know what, 
we’re talking about Sarah Palin and 
we're talking about Rick Perry, the 
two people not in the race yet, Drew. 
Griffin: And guess what Paul, if you 
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get video of Sarah Palin, or get a 
sound byte from her, bring that back 
to us. You can hold the Ron Paul stuff. 


The remarks caused Comedy Central’s Jon 
Stewart to quip: “How did libertarian Ron 
Paul become the 13th floor in a hotel?” 
Fox News and talk radio are famously 
the only pro-Republican national major 
media outlets, but they have also been 
famously pro-war in the case of Iraq and 
other Middle East wars. Fox News view- 
ers were almost twice as likely to believe 
weapons of mass destruction were found 
in Iraq and that there were strong ties be- 
tween Saddam Hussein and al-Qaeda as 
those who relied primarily on print media 
for information, according to a Pew Chari- 
table Foundation study published in Octo- 
ber 2003. Thus, few should be surprised 
that Public Policy Polling found that likely 
voters who don’t watch Fox News viewed 
the anti-war Rep. Paul favorably by a 
62-38 percent margin. Meanwhile, regu- 
lar viewers of Fox News viewed Ron Paul 
favorably by the opposite margin of 38-62. 


noring Ron Paul. Instead, Paul has been 
continuously portrayed as a dangerous 
candidate who would give Iran the atomic 
bomb, abolish all drug laws (even those 
of the states), and coddle terrorists, none 
of which is true. In addition, Fox portrays 
Paul as an unelectable spoiler for the GOP. 
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LewRockwell.com’s James Ostrowski 
explained that “the MSM [mainstream 
media] repeats the Big Lie — a statement 
for which no evidence exists but which is 
repeated endlessly — that Ron Paul cannot 
beat Obama. That becomes a self-fulfilling 
prophecy as many voters make their deci- 
sion based on the Big Lie. In fact, the polls 
show that Ron Paul can beat Obama and 
that Romney cannot — if he faces a strong 
third party challenge which is likely.” 

One example among the many for this 
self-fulfilling prophecy is Fox News’ 
Chris Wallace, who commented on Fox 
News December 14. Wallace said that not 
only can’t Ron Paul win, but if he did win 
in Iowa, it wouldn’t have counted. “Well, 
and the Ron Paul people aren’t going to 
like me saying this,” Wallace told Neil Ca- 
vuto of the possibility of a Ron Paul win in 
Iowa, “but, to a certain degree, it will dis- 
credit the Iowa caucuses because, rightly 
or wrongly, I think most of the Republi- 
can establishment thinks he is not going to 
end up as the nominee. So, therefore, lowa 
won’t count and it will go on.” 

Paul didn’t end up winning Iowa. But 
Wallace’s logical somersaults are dizzy- 
ing. How can a candidate win and then be 
declared unelectable? It’s a clear contra- 
diction in terms, an oxymoron. 

The establishment line is essentially: 
Ron Paul can’t win because the establish- 
ment doesn’t like him. And even if he does 
win, it doesn’t count. But winning becomes 
more difficult when a candidate is cast as 
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Few should be surprised that Public 
Policy Polling found that likely voters who 
don’t watch Fox News viewed the anti-war 


Rep. Paul favorably by a 62-38 percent 
margin. Meanwhile, regular viewers of 
Fox News viewed Ron Paul favorably by 
the opposite margin of 38-62. 


“unelectable,” for the simple reason that 
many voters believe they waste their votes 
when they cast them for “unelectable” can- 
didates. In essence, by defining who the 
“electable” candidates are via how they 
portray them, the media are effectively of- 
fering a short list of candidates to choose 
from. And that short list, as Bachmann 
and others have discovered, is subject to 
change even before the first vote is cast. 

Certainly the reality is very different 
from the media-created perception. In Ras- 
mussen national head-to-head polls pitting 
individual GOP contenders against Obama, 
only Romney and Paul score within the 
margin of error in a final runoff election. 

Former Massachusetts Governor Mitt 
Romney is viewed by most of the media as 
the Republican front-runner. He won the 
first-in-the-nation primary in New Hamp- 
shire by a significant margin over second- 
place finisher Ron Paul (39-23 percent). He 
also was originally thought to have won the 
first-in-the-nation caucus in Iowa by a razor- 
thin margin over former Pennsylvania Sen- 
ator Rick Santorum, who, based on a new 
tabulation of the caucus vote, ended up with 
a slim margin over Romney. Santorum and 
Romney each garnered 25 percent of the 
Iowa caucus vote, followed by Ron Paul’s 
strong third-place showing at 21 percent. 

Romney’s campaign is seen as the most 
viable because of his position in the polls 
both nationally and in early caucus states, 
as well as his fundraising ability. Romney 
has raised more money than any of his 
Republican rivals, and is the top donation 
recipient from employees of elite Wall 
Street banking concerns such as Goldman 
Sachs, Citigroup, and Bank of America. 
Romney drew heavily from establishment 
and veteran Republican functionaries in 
Iowa and New Hampshire, which carried 
the states for him. 


The under-funded San- 
torum campaign — which 
focused upon Iowa for six 
months and came in a close 
second — faded in New 
Hampshire. Moreover, San- 
torum and other Republican 
candidates besides Paul and 
Romney face very practical 
electability issues, such as 
ballot access in Virginia and 
other states. 

But what really makes a 
candidate “electable’”? Interestingly, dur- 
ing the 2008 primary season Obama was 
dogged by these same charges made by 
his opponents — especially those in the 
Hillary Clinton camp — that he was un- 
electable. In the end, Obama turned out to 
be all-too electable. 

Several practical factors can quantify 
a candidate’s electability, factors proven 
true by decades of experience. These 
practical measures can be summed up as 
“expanding the base.” 


Youth, Independent Vote 

Obama won the 2008 general election be- 
cause he was able to expand the Demo- 
cratic base by attracting new voters, espe- 
cially young voters, as well as independent 
voters to the Democrat’s campaign. Young 
people under 30 voted for Obama over 
John McCain by a 61 percent to 39 percent 


margin, according to Gallup, and they also 
backed Obama heavily in the primaries. 
Independent voters, who had traditionally 
heavily favored Republicans, swung to 
Obama 51-49 percent in an election that 
ended in an Obama win by a 53-46 percent 
popular vote victory. 

Meanwhile, the establishment Republi- 
can nominee John McCain — who recently 
endorsed front-runner and establishment 
candidate Mitt Romney during the 2012 
cycle — shrunk the Republican party base. 
McCain lost every age group except 65 and 
older, which he won by a 54-46 margin. 

In short, Obama won because he ex- 
panded his party’s base by bringing in 
first-time voters and independents to his 
campaign. This created the first national 
election where a Democrat won more 
than 50 percent of the popular vote since 
Jimmy Carter in 1976 (Bill Clinton won 
the presidency twice for the Democrats in 
the 1990s, but with less than 50 percent 
of the popular vote. He won a plurality in 
races with strong third-party candidacies). 

By expanding and energizing the Dem- 
ocratic Party’s electoral base with young 
voters in 2008, Obama has actually made 
his reelection more likely. The Republican 
who would be the most electable would be 
the answer to this question: Which candi- 
date is most able to expand the Republican 
base by drawing in new (young) voters and 
independents? 


Flavor of the month: Texas Governor Rick Perry (left) looks at former Massachusetts Governor - 
Mitt Romney during a Republican presidential debate in Sioux City, lowa, on December 15, 2011. 
Media buzz briefly catapulted Perry to the top tier of contenders. 
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The results from the entrance polls at 
the January 3 Iowa caucus revealed that 
Ron Paul drew more than twice as many 
young people and independents as any of 
his rivals. 

Tom Curry, MSNBC’s national affairs 
writer, noted: 


The Texas congressman and 1988 
Libertarian presidential candidate 
did quite well among self-described 
independents who accounted for 23 
percent of Tuesday night’s caucus 
participants — winning 43 percent 
of such voters. 

Paul was also the strongest con- 
tender among first time caucus goers 
who accounted for about four out of 
ten attendees. He won about a third 
of their votes. 

Entrance poll interviews revealed 
that 15 percent of caucus goers were 
voters age 17 to 29, and 48 percent of 
them opted for Paul. 

But more significantly, more than 
one quarter of caucus attendees were 
age 65 and over and Romney was the 
winner among that group, winning 
three out of ten of them. 


CNN entrance polls found precisely the 
same thing, specifically that Paul won the 
most first-time caucus-goers and more 
than twice as many young voters as his 
rivals. He also won more than twice as 
many independent voters as his rivals. 

Romney did fairly well with indepen- 
dent voters (19 percent compared with 
Paul’s 43 percent) in the Iowa caucus, bet- 
ter than his other opponents. But Romney 
drew heavily from elderly voters and only 
won the 65 and older age group. In short, 
Romney’s base is dying off, while Ron 
Paul’s is expanding. Moreover, Romney 
is putting together the same losing demo- 
graphic garnered by his ally McCain, an 
effort that put Obama in the White House 
after the 2008 election. 

New Hampshire’s exit polls echoed the 
same result, with Rep. Paul winning more 
young voters, first-time voters and inde- 
pendents than any other candidate. (He 
even came in second, with 3.7 percent 
from write-in votes, in the Democratic pri- 
mary won by Obama.) Romney won all of 
the older age groups and GOP veterans in 
New Hampshire. 
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Ron Paul, in short, is putting together 
Obama’s winning, base-expanding demo- 
graphic. The media bias and buzz about 
Ron Paul’s supposed “unelectability” 
may actually be an attempt to kill the best 
chance the Republicans have to recapture 
the White House in 2012. 

Romney used his narrow victory in 
Iowa to target President Obama in his 
victory speech. “He said three years 
ago, after being inaugurated, he was on 
the Today Show, and he said look, ‘if I 
can’t get this economy turned around in 
three years, I’d be looking at a one-term 
proposition.’ And we are here to collect.” 
Romney may have a point on that. Obama 
could never win 50 percent of the popular 
vote with the economy in the current dol- 
drums, even if the Republicans ran their 
least electable candidate. Presidents get 
the credit or blame for the economic situ- 
ation from voters, even though Congress 
has exclusive control 
of the nation’s purse 
strings under the 
U.S. Constitution. 

However, the 
economy may show 
some growth be- 
fore the election, 
making the election 
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Bring in the “youth vote”: Rep. Ron Paul has repeatedly demonstrated that he is the only GOP 
candidate capable of challenging Obama for young and Independent voters. 


close. The December jobs numbers indi- 
cated an uptick in the economy, with an 
unemployment level that dropped to 8.5 
percent with some 200,000 new jobs cre- 
ated. This trend may or may not continue 
into the November election. If it doesn’t 
continue, just about any Republican could 
beat Obama in a two-way race. But if the 
economy does improve briskly, Obama’s 
polling numbers will increase and the race 
will be close. 

That’s when the issue of electability be- 
comes key. And it’s then that Ron Paul’s 
strong hold on young and independent vot- 
ers becomes key for Republican chances of 
recapturing the White House with the 2012 
election. The question is: Will the media’s 
cacophony about Ron Paul’s unelectability 
become a self-fulfilling prophecy? There 
are a lot of establishment Republicans and 
Democrats who are undoubtedly hoping 
for such a thing to occur. 
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Wisconsin Governor Scott Walker 
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Faces Recall 


Campaigners to recall Governor Scott Walker submitted signatures to force a new election, 
but their victory relies on the public being ignorant of the disputed law’s benefits. 


by Brian Farmer 


s the year 2011 was nearing its 
A end, Democrats and their labor 

union allies around the state of 
Wisconsin were working aggressively to 
gather enough signatures to force Gover- 
nor Scott Walker into facing a recall elec- 
tion. Within two months of taking office in 
January of 2011, the newly elected Repub- 
lican Governor had proposed a plan that 
would require most public-sector workers 
(law-enforcement officers and fire fight- 
ers were exempted) to contribute more of 
their salaries to their pensions and health- 
care plans, and that would take away most 
of the collective bargaining powers from 
the respective public-sector unions. Gov- 
ernor Walker had insisted that the changes 
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were necessary in order to help balance 
Wisconsin’s $3.6 billion structural budget 
deficit. Democrats and their labor union 
allies considered the proposed plan to be 
nothing less than a frontal assault on the 
collective bargaining rights of state gov- 
ernment employees. Fourteen Democratic 
state Senators ran off to hide in Illinois for 
nearly a month in order to prevent a quo- 
rum and stall passage of the legislation. 
In the end, with both houses of the state 
legislature under Republican control, the 
legislation ultimately passed and Gover- 
nor Walker signed it into law in March, 
launching a political firestorm that is still 
raging. 

In a late December interview with the 
Wisconsin Center for Investigative Jour- 
nalism, Governor Walker, who normally 


has a reputation for vigorously defending 
his positions, sounded uncharacteristically 
contrite, as he acknowledged making mis- 
takes in how he had gone about achieving 
his political agenda. His biggest regret was 
not having done a better job of selling his 
changes regarding the collective bargain- 
ing powers of the public-sector unions, 
such as pointing out the cost savings that 
can be realized when school districts have 
more flexibility in negotiating compensa- 
tion for teachers. That initiative sparked 
huge protests, including an around-the- 
clock occupation of the Capitol building 
that went on for a month, and the largest 
protest rallies in state history, which at- 
tracted as many as an estimated 100,000 
demonstrators to the Capitol Square in 
Madison. 


In the interview at the Executive Resi- 
dence, Governor Walker explained it 
thusly: 


just kind of came in and said, “Okay, 
here is the problem; here is the solu- 
tion; I will just go fix it.” And I did 
not spend a lot of time building up 
a communications effort to explain 
the reasons why. The most common 
complaint I get, which I think is le- 
gitimate, is people say, “I am really 
disappointed you did not do a better 
job of explaining it.” 


Governor Walker’s standing was further 
undermined last February by media re- 
ports of the infamous telephone call when 
a prankster passing himself off as bil- 
lionaire David Koch was able to induce 
Walker to take the call. During the ensuing 
telephone conversation, Walker boasted 
about his national media appearances and 
referred to his plan regarding collective 
bargaining as “dropping a bomb.” Walker 
claimed that his comments during that 
call were not inconsistent with anything 
else that he had said in other contexts, but 
admitted, “Just the fact that I was duped, 
that I would go off and talk about stuff like 
that, yeah, it was stupid.” 


Playing on Perceptions 

That February incident was like pour- 
ing gasoline on a fire. Enraged activists, 
who were forced to wait until November 
15 to begin the recall process, recently 
turned in more than a million signatures 
on petitions to recall the Governor, vir- 
tually guaranteeing that, even after the 
signatures are verified, they would have 
no trouble reaching their goal of 540,000, 
which is the number of signatures required 
by law to launch a recall election. Wiscon- 
sin Democrats and United Wisconsin, the 
groups overseeing the recall effort, had 
set a goal of 720,000 signatures, which 


The deluge of death threats and obscene 
messages pouring into Republican offices 


by telephone and e-mail was so great that 
the Capitol communications center had to 
be temporarily shut down. 


Recall campaign: Attendees at the Wisconsin Democratic Party’s annual convention in Milwaukee 
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on June 3, 2011 sign a pledge to support the recall of Wisconsin Governor Scott Walker. 


is 33 percent of the 2010 general election 
turnout, as opposed to the 25 percent re- 
quired by law. But some activists said that 
even that goal was not ambitious enough. 
Social media and technology consultant 
Bryan Bliss, for example, who works with 
the activist group Wisconsin Wave, has 
pointed it out this way: 


My advice was always to talk about 
one million — to say, “We are one 
million strong.” All our internal pro- 
jections show we are going to land 
with one million signatures by Janu- 
ary [17th]. There is a lot more support 
than barely enough to trigger this. 


Julie Wells, the forklift operator from 
Fort Atkinson who filed the papers that 
launched the recall drive, agreed, adding, 
“We want that million.” But Wells has ad- 
mitted that there was mounting hostility 
from Walker supporters, with 
yard signs disappearing and 
a lot of heckling directed at 
recall volunteers. She went 
on to say, “We’ve got old 
ladies sticking their tongues 
out and giving us the finger. 
Guys drive by and yell at us. 
It really surprises me — the 
ugliness of the other side.” 


“The other side” could very well argue 
that Wells’ observation would be a clas- 
sic example of the pot calling the kettle 
black. When protesters occupied the 
Capitol building earlier in the year, they 
caused tens of thousands of dollars in 
damage. Those who supported the pro- 
testers claimed that the demonstrations 
were peaceful, but that was true only in 
the sense that nobody suffered grievous 
bodily harm. On the other hand, one Re- 
publican legislator had tacks strewn on 
his driveway at home by an apparent sab- 
oteur. And the deluge of death threats and 
obscene messages pouring into Republi- 
can offices by telephone and e-mail was 
so great that the Capitol communications 
center had to be temporarily shut down. 
Democrats jumped at the opportunity to 
accuse Republicans of trying to prevent 
the people from communicating with 
their elected representatives. 

In any case, just as Democratic Party 
Chairman Mike Tate was announcing on 
December 15 that the recall campaign 
had collected half a million signatures, 
United Wisconsin released signature to- 
tals from five counties located in various 
parts of the state to show, as the group’s 
executive director, Meagan Mahaffey, 
put it, “This is not just a Dane County 
[where Madison is located] and Milwau- 
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Raucous ruckus: Thousands of militant labor union activists occupied the State Capitol (above) 
in Madison, Wisconsin, for weeks in 2011, blocking halls and offices, creating deafening noise, 
and leaving tens of thousands of dollars in damages. 


kee County phenomenon.” Those totals 
included: 

¢ 8,007 signatures, or 128 percent of 
Walker’s total vote in Douglas County. 

e 22,365 signatures, or 124 percent of 
Walker’s total vote in Eau Claire County. 

¢ 21,558 signatures, or 91 percent of 
Walker’s total vote in Rock County. 

¢ 7,375 signatures, or 84 percent of 
Walker’s total vote in Oneida County. 

* 6,972 signatures, or 81 percent of 
Walker’s total vote in Grant County. 

The first three counties went Democrat- 
ic by small margins in the 2010 general 
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election. The last two counties lean Re- 
publican, so much so in the case of Oneida 
County that Walker won it by more than 
10 percentage points in 2010. 


Cutting Through the Signature Clutter 

And yet, despite all of the negative public- 
ity, the recall threat has been a fundrais- 
ing boon to Governor Scott Walker. Since 
taking office last January, he has raised 
almost $8 million, with 42 percent of the 
donations coming from out of state. Fur- 
thermore, recalls are rare. If the campaign 
against him is successful, Walker would 


be only the third U.S. Governor to be re- 
moved from office: North Dakota voters 
recalled Lynn Frazier in 1921 and Califor- 
nia voters removed Gray Davis in 2003. 

Governor Walker and his supporters 
are not taking the situation lying down. 
His anti-recall campaign organizers and 
the head of the Wisconsin Republican 
Party have sued the Government Ac- 
countability Board (GAB), claiming that 
the board’s current process for reviewing 
signatures on recall petitions is uncon- 
stitutional, and asking the judge to order 
the GAB to be more aggressive in its re- 
view. Specifically, the lawsuit asks Judge 
Mac Davis to order the GAB to look for 
and eliminate duplicate signatures, illeg- 
ible signatures, and obvious fake names. 
Since there is no law explicitly prohibit- 
ing the signing of more than one recall 
petition, some groups are encouraging 
people to sign early and often, justifying 
it by claiming that a person cannot be 
sure that a signature gathered by a recall 
volunteer will actually be submitted. One 
person was reported bragging to a local 
TV station that he had signed at least 80 
petitions. 

The GAB had earlier stated that sig- 
natures such as Mickey Mouse or Adolf 
Hitler would not automatically be struck, 
as long as they were properly dated and 
had Wisconsin addresses. GAB director 
Kevin Kennedy explained that Wisconsin 
law requires the board to presume that 
petition signatures are valid. As a result, 
staff cannot automatically strike names 
that might appear to be fake. That level 
of review would require a change in the 
law, as well as a dramatic increase in re- 
sources, Kennedy said, because state law 
places the burden of challenging signa- 
tures on the office holder being targeted 
for recall. 

Joe Olson, an attorney representing the 
Walker campaign and the executive direc- 
tor of the Republican Party of Wisconsin, 
argued that allowing invalid signatures 
would infringe on the constitutional rights 
of those who did not want to sign a recall 
petition, because allowing an obviously 
fake name amounts to a violation of the 
Constitution’s equal protection clause. 
People who do not want a recall deserve 
to have their rights protected by being as- 
sured that only legitimate signatures will 
be counted, he added. “We want some 
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Milwaukee Mayor Tom Barrett, Scott 
Walker’s Democratic opponent in the 2010 
gubernatorial race and a bitter foe of Act 
10, has publicly admitted that, thanks to 
that very legislation, his city would save 
“at least $25 million a year and potentially 


as much as $36 million in 2012.” 


clarification from the court for what the 
GAB is supposed to do when it gets sig- 
natures that are invalid on the face of the 
petition,” Olson stated. 

The clarification came on January 5, 
when Judge Davis ruled that state elec- 
tion officials must “take affirmative steps” 
to remove fake or duplicate names from 
recall petitions and that the GAB must 
“apply sound judgment and discretion” in 
flagging and possibly investigating names 
that seem suspect. In handing Governor 
Walker and his fellow Republicans such 
a favorable decision, Judge Davis effec- 
tively pushed back the anticipated recall 
election, which was originally expected to 
take place in May or June, by as much as 
two months, based on testimony given by 
GAB director Kennedy. 


On Wisconsin, or Ohio? 

Nevertheless, Wisconsin Democrats and 
their public-sector labor union supporters 
are emboldened by the fact that a number 
of state Senate recall elections last sum- 
mer resulted in two Republican Senators 
going down to defeat, which meant that 
Democrats fell just one seat short of recap- 
turing control of the state Senate. Despite 
the hefty price tag for that accomplish- 
ment (Democrats and their labor union 
allies pumped more than $40 million into 
nine state Senate races), labor union offi- 
cials in Wisconsin and nationwide remain 
as determined as ever to overturn Act 10, 
formally known as the Budget Repair Act 
of 2011, the legislation that enabled Wis- 
consin to eliminate the gaping state budget 
deficit, without increasing taxes and with- 
out resorting to massive layoffs of public 
employees. Public-sector labor unions 
are deadly serious about politically and 
personally destroying Governor Walker 
because right now he is the only reformer 
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whose actions might actually 
end labor union dominance 
over government. 

Ironically, Milwaukee 
Mayor Tom Barrett, Scott 
Walker’s Democratic oppo- 
nent in the 2010 gubernato- 
rial race and a bitter foe of 
Act 10, has publicly admitted 
that, thanks to that very legis- 
lation, his city would save “at 
least $25 million a year and 
potentially as much as $36 
million in 2012.” But Act 10 also protects 
most public employees from being fired 
for refusing to pay membership dues to a 
labor union that they do not want to join, 
which is why the public-sector unions in- 
tend to continue pouring money into recall 
election campaigns. And since the public- 
sector labor unions make political dona- 
tions almost exclusively to the Democratic 
Party, the Democrats are only too happy to 
act as the political vehicle for those labor 
unions. 

Wisconsin Democrats and their public- 
sector union supporters are also encour- 
aged by what happened in another mid- 
western state last autumn. Labor union 
leaders from across the country spent up- 
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wards of $50 million to prevent enforce- 
ment of an Ohio public-sector labor law 
reform bill that was similar to that of Wis- 
consin in many respects. The television 
and radio ads with which the labor unions 
flooded the Ohio airwaves from Septem- 
ber through early November successfully 
diverted public attention away from what 
Senate Bill 5 would actually do. 

Had it gone into effect, $S.B. 5 would 
have taken powers enjoyed by the public- 
sector labor unions and transferred them 
to the local elected representatives of the 
people. But S.B. 5 went down to defeat 
in a statewide referendum in November. 
As a result, Ohio taxpayers will not reap 
the benefits of reform that Wisconsin tax- 
payers are presently enjoying. Instead, 
the elected officials of Ohio will have to 
choose between raising their already high 
taxes even higher or resorting to mass lay- 
offs of public employees over the coming 
months (or both), in order to keep from 
going broke. 

That is not to say that all Wisconsin 
residents are benefitting from Act 10 to 
the fullest extent possible. Prodding by 
public-sector labor unions induced some 
localities to choose to renew public em- 
ployee contracts before Act 10 went into 
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Milwaukee Mayor Tom Barrett, Scott Walker's Democratic opponent in 2010, admits Governor 
Walker's reforms will save his city $25-36 million per year. 
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Governor Scott Walker visits a third-grade class at Hope Christian School in Milwaukee in 2011. 


effect. As a result, those localities, espe- 
cially those such as Janesville, Kenosha, 
and Milwaukee, have not fully benefited 
from the cost savings that Act 10 would 
have made possible to them. Opponents of 
Governor Walker have been running de- 
ceptive TV ads showing people complain- 
ing that teachers are being laid off, class 
sizes are increasing, programs are being 
cut, etc. The ads conveniently avoid men- 
tioning which areas are experiencing those 
negative consequences, and why they are 
experiencing those adverse effects. 

Contrary to what those TV ads would 
have viewers believe, many local govern- 
ments are wisely putting the rollback on 
collective bargaining in the public sector 
to good use. In suburban Milwaukee, the 
Brown Deer school district is implement- 
ing a plan to allow performance pay for 
its best teachers. “No Wisconsin public- 
school district has ever had the opportu- 
nity in any of our lifetimes to even think 
about these things,” said Brown Deer Pub- 
lic Schools finance director Emily Kocz- 
ela in an interview with a local television 
station. “We’re looking at understanding 
what effective teaching is, how to measure 
it in the children’s point of view, and how 
to reward teachers that consistently turn in 
a performance that’s better than the norm,” 
she added. 

In Appleton, the collective bargaining 
reforms allowed the local school district to 
save $3 million by bidding for healthcare 
on the open market. Previously, the district 
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had been required to purchase health in- 
surance from the Wisconsin Education As- 
sociation Trust, which is affiliated with the 
state’s largest teachers’ union. When the 
Appleton School District put their health 
insurance contract up for bid, WEA Trust 
suddenly announced that it could lower its 
rates and said it would match any competi- 
tor’s price — an obvious sign that it had 
been ripping off local taxpayers for years. 

Other local governments have been 
implementing similar reforms. In Mani- 
towoc, County Executive Bob Ziegel- 
bauer altered overtime procedures for 
county employees, thus saving taxpayers 
$100,000. After dealing with a $400,000 
deficit last year, the Kaukauna School Dis- 
trict realized a $1.5 million surplus when it 
implemented performance pay and fringe 
benefit reforms. 

All over Wisconsin, the jobs of public- 
school teachers are being spared, thanks to 
the increased benefit contribution require- 
ments called for by Governor Walker’s 
reform plan. The Wauwatosa School Dis- 
trict, facing a $6.5 million shortfall, ex- 
pected that it would need to cut 100 teach- 
er jobs — yet it was able to save those 
teaching positions through shared sacri- 
fice. “When students come to school in the 
fall, they’re going to see the same things, 
have the same teachers, and they’re going 
to see new things as well,” said Wauwatosa 
School District board member Phil Kroner 
last summer, upon passage of this year’s 
district budget. 


Keeping Mum 
Not surprisingly, Governor Walker’s crit- 
ics are unwilling to cite those statistics, 
because the numbers show that his reforms 
to collective bargaining in the public sector 
are benefiting the state. During their recent 
failed attempt to take over control of the 
Wisconsin state Senate through recall elec- 
tions, Democrats and their labor union al- 
lies completely avoided any mention of col- 
lective bargaining in their TV ads. After all, 
mentioning the new collective bargaining 
reforms might very well result in alerting 
voters to the reforms’ successes. Instead, 
labor unions hoped that viewers would 
swallow the distortions being shoveled at 
them. But it did not work. Republicans won 
four of the six seats being contested, which 
ultimately resulted in the Republicans re- 
taining control of the entire state legislature. 
If the campaign to subject Governor 
Walker to a recall election succeeds in 
Wisconsin, then by the time he has to face 
the voters in 2012 he will be able to point 
to a revealing contrast between the outlook 
in Ohio, where labor unions ultimately got 
their way in 2011, and in Wisconsin, where 
they did not. The contrast will not reflect 
well on the labor unions that are seeking to 
punish Governor Walker. And if residents 
of other states are paying attention, they 
will be able to see for themselves who was 
telling the truth in Wisconsin and Ohio, 
and act accordingly. In that case, what hap- 
pened in Ohio may turn out to be a Pyrrhic 
victory for labor union strategists. 
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U.S. Fed Bailout of Euro 


Prompts New Push for Audit and Sound Money 


The U.S. Federal Reserve, a private entity given power to control our country’s money 
supply, has taken steps to bail out over-spending countries in Europe and their banks. 


by Alex Newman 


s central banks around the world 
A unleashed a coordinated deluge 
of new money to deal with the 
economic crisis swamping Europe, crit- 
ics expressed outrage that the Federal 
Reserve System — and all holders of 
U.S. dollars by extension — would be 
bailing out profligate European govern- 
ments, banks, and the troubled euro cur- 
rency. And furious American lawmakers 
are again demanding congressional over- 
sight of the Fed and a restoration of sound 
money. 
On November 30, 2011, the Fed an- 
nounced in a press release that it was 
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cutting the cost of temporary dollar li- 
quidity swaps almost in half. The rate 
was slashed from about one percent to 
slightly over 0.5 percent, making it much 
cheaper for foreign central banks and the 
financial institutions they fund to borrow 
a practically unlimited supply of newly 
created U.S. dollars. 


Panned as Pitiful Policy 

The news was met with outrage by Con- 
gressman Ron Paul, whose subcommit- 
tee deals with monetary policy and the 
central bank. Paul is once again calling 
for, among other measures, a full audit 
of the Fed and the eventual restoration of 
honest money. 


“The Fed’s latest actions in cooperat- 
ing with foreign central banks to under- 
take liquidity swaps of dollars for foreign 
currencies is another reason why Con- 
gress needs enhanced power to oversee 
and audit the Fed,” said Rep. Ron Paul 
(R-Texas), the Chairman of the House 
Domestic Monetary Policy and Technol- 
ogy Subcommittee. “Under current law 
Congress cannot examine these types of 
agreements.” 

President Obama promised on Novem- 
ber 28, 2011 that Americans were “ready 
to do our part” in dealing with the euro cri- 
sis. The Fed’s most recent bailout — likely 
motivated by political considerations — 
was announced just two days later. 
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“Congress should not permit this type 
of open-ended commitment on the part of 
the Fed, a commitment which could eas- 
ily run into the trillions of dollars,” Rep. 
Paul said in a statement. “These dollar 
swaps are purely inflationary and will 
harm American consumers as much as 
any form of quantitative easing.” 

According to Paul, who predicted 
many of the economic problems plagu- 
ing the world today years before they be- 
came obvious, the Fed’s announcement 
illustrates how fearful governments have 
become of the European financial crisis. 
But the new schemes will not solve the 
looming meltdown — they will simply 
delay the inevitable and make it worse. 

“Central banks are grasping at 
straws, hoping that flooding the world 
with money created out of thin air will 
somehow resolve a crisis caused by un- 
controlled government spending and ir- 
responsible debt issuance,” the Texas 
Congressman said. “The Fed is behaving 
much as it did during the 2008 financial 
crisis, only this time instead of bailing 
out politically well-connected too-big- 
to-fail firms it is bailing out profligate 
government spending.” 

The solution, Paul said, is simple: Re- 
store sound money. It would help prevent 
wild government spending, unsustain- 
able debt, and widespread economic ma- 
nipulation by central bankers — all key 
causes of the current crisis. “Citizens the 
world over deserve better than this. They 
deserve sound money that cannot be 
manipulated and created out of thin air 
by central planners who promise print- 
ed prosperity,” explained Paul, a GOP 
presidential hopeful and longtime critic 
of the privately owned Federal Reserve 
System. 

In fact, central banks and their power 
to create unlimited paper debt-money out 
of thin air are at the root of the problem. 
“Fiat money caused this European crisis 
and the financial crisis before it. More fiat 
money is not the cure,” Paul explained. 
“The global fiat currency system has 
proven itself a failure, we need real mon- 
etary reform. We need sound money.” 

While Paul used to be an isolated voice 
criticizing the monetary system, more 
lawmakers have jumped on the band- 
wagon in recent years as the failure of 
central banking became increasingly ob- 
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Federal Reserve boss Ben Bernanke is under fire for continuing to bail out European banks and 
profligate governments at the expense of ordinary Americans by inflating the money supply. 


vious — and devastating. And the newest 
Fed bailout of European governments has 
other Congressmen up in arms, too. 

“We should be under no illusion about 
today’s action by the Federal Reserve,” 
said Rep. Dan Burton (R-Ind.) in a state- 
ment. “The Federal Reserve’s decision to 
allow European banks to borrow Ameri- 
can dollars cheaply, combined with the 
Administration’s action earlier in the 
week to double the United States fi- 
nancial contribution to the International 
Monetary Fund, is nothing more or less 
than a U.S. taxpayer bailout of Europe.” 

Rep. Burton said that even though 
markets may have reacted positively to 
the newest bailout announcement, the 
long-term consequences will be devas- 
tating. “This boondoggle will only serve 
to further devalue our currency, increase 
inflation pressures, worsen our ability 
to rebound from the likely failure of the 
Euro, and make it that much harder to 
solve America’s own crushing financial 
problems,” he noted. 

Like the American government, Burton 
said, European authorities do not have a 
revenue problem, they have a spending 
problem. And throwing American taxpay- 
er money at the crisis will not solve the 
crisis any more than President Obama’s 


failed “stimulus” plan solved America’s 
woes, he concluded. 

Ringing the alarm along with lawmak- 
ers is former Dallas Fed Vice President 
Gerald O’ Driscoll, who now serves as a 
senior fellow at the libertarian Cato Insti- 
tute. “The two central banks are engag- 
ing in this roundabout procedure because 
each needs a fig leaf,’ he noted in a Wall 
Street Journal piece on December 28, 
suggesting the bailouts were illegal and 
that Fed boss Ben Bernanke knows it. 

“No matter the legalistic interpretation, 
the Fed is, working through the ECB [Eu- 
ropean Central Bank], bailing out Euro- 
pean banks and, indirectly, spendthrift 
European governments. It is difficult to 
count the number of things wrong with 
this arrangement,” O’ Driscoll wrote. “It 
is time for the Fed chairman to provide 
an honest accounting to Congress of what 
is going on.” 

The coordinated central-bank easing 
policy, of course, will cause a deprecia- 
tion in the value of all existing money. 
And it won’t even come close to solving 
the underlying problems, according to 
analysts. The Fed insisted it was neces- 
sary to “ease strains in financial markets” 
and boost economic activity. Critics, 
however, are not buying it. 
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“That’s a bit like a bunch of doctors 
agreeing that the solution to the pain ina 
patient’s eye is to push the ice pick fur- 
ther into his eye,” noted Thomas Eddlem 
in an online piece for THE NEw AMERI- 
CAN about the coordinated central bank 
moves. “Yes, markets received a sense of 
security from the central banks’ action. 
But it is a false sense of security before 
the looming debt crisis breaks.” 

The latest coordinated monetary-poli- 
cy scheme is not the first time Americans 
have been forced to bail out Europe in 
recent years. The Fed has been exposed 
secretly pumping trillions of dollars into 
European banks throughout the crisis. 

And as the largest single contingent of 
contributors, U.S. taxpayers have long 
been partially financing all of the so- 
called “rescue” packages floated by the 
IMF. Lawmakers have been furious about 
it for years, too. 

“The bailout of Greece set a dangerous 
precedent of using American tax dollars 
for other European bailouts,” complained 
Rep. Mike Pence (R-Ind.) in a statement 
May 12, 2010. “Now Americans are wak- 
ing up to the harsh reality that they may 
be on the hook to keep the Euro afloat 
as well.” 


Push and Pull on Policy 
But the bailouts continue. In fact, on No- 
vember 22, the IMF announced the cre- 
ation of yet another obscure “credit facil- 
ity” to pump American cash into bloated 
and insolvent European governments. 
But opposition in Congress to U.S. 
bailouts of Europe through the interna- 
tional institution is growing quickly. Rep. 
Cathy McMorris Rodgers (R-Wash.), a 
fierce opponent of more wealth transfers 
from American taxpayers to European 
banks and governments, met with IMF 
director Christine Lagarde in mid-De- 
cember 2011 to discuss the issue. 
“While America appreciates its re- 
sponsibilities as the world’s economic 
leader, a good case can be made that 
America would best serve our European 
allies by abstaining from these bailouts 


Analysts say the Frankfurt-based European 
Central Bank (ECB), which is borrowing 
cheap dollars from the Fed to distribute across 
Europe, was largely responsible for the EU’s 
economic crisis. 
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because it would help them to enforce the 
spending and borrowing discipline that 
both Europe and America need,” said Mc- 
Morris Rodgers in a statement after the 


sis continuing to dominate the news — 
and threatening to pull the world into a 
double-dip recession — I know this is an 
issue that will continue to grow, and so, I 


talks, which Lagarde requested 
be kept confidential. 

McMorris Rodgers has even 
introduced a bill to keep the 
American taxpayers out of any 
future bailouts of the EU de- 
spite IMF requests. By Decem- 
ber 14 she had gathered more 
than 80 Republican cosponsors 
for the legislation, and a simi- 
lar bill has already been intro- 
duced in the Senate. 

“With the European debt cri- 


F il | mA i i \ \ \\ ; 
<n 


i \KN 
& ii : yy - 


“Central banks are grasping at straws, 
hoping that flooding the world with 
money created out of thin air will 
somehow resolve a crisis caused by 
uncontrolled government spending and 
irresponsible debt issuance,” the Texas 
Congressman said. 
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Managing director Christine Lagarde of the International Monetary Fund (IMF), seen here with 
French President Nicolas Sarkozy, is demanding ever more American money to save the euro. 


look forward to continuing the dialogue 
with Madame Lagarde,’ McMorris Rod- 
gers added. Lagarde, of course, believes 
U.S. taxpayers should continue to hand 
over the cash. 

In the Senate, lawmakers were so con- 
cerned about the IMF and central bank 
bailouts that Fed chief Ben Bernanke ap- 
peared for a closed-door session urging 
them not to worry. According to news 
reports citing lawmakers, the monetary- 
policy chief also promised not to increase 
American exposure to the mess in Europe. 

“If there was not a risk of the euro 
going out of existence, it wouldn’t be an 
issue,’ Sen. Jim DeMint (R-S.C.) was 
quoted as saying. “But if the euro goes 


The coordinated central-bank easing 


policy, of course, will cause a 


depreciation in the value of all existing 
money. And it won’t even come close 


to solving the underlying problems, 
according to analysts. 


26 


out of existence and we’re holding hun- 
dreds of billions of dollars of euros, that’s 
a problem.” 

Other Senators involved in the discus- 
sions also reported that Bernanke said he 
would not put Americans further on the 
hook for the growing EU debacle. “He 
has no intentions of furthering US in- 
volvement in the crisis,” said Sen. Bob 
Corker (R-Tenn.) after the meetings. Sev- 
eral others echoed the remarks based on 
Bernanke’s comments. 

Separately, Fed international finance 
boss Steven Kamin said in prepared re- 
marks to Congress on December 16 that 
the central bank swap agreements to bail 
out Europe “present no exchange rate or 
interest rate risk to the Fed.” 
He also claimed Americans 
had not lost any money through 
the Fed’s various “swap line” 
bailout schemes yet. 

But while opposition con- 
tinues to build in Congress, 
some financial insiders are 
even calling for the Fed to buy 
up more bonds — it already 
owns close to $100 billion in 


French and German debt — from the 
struggling EU member regimes. Others 
are urging the European Central Bank 
to open the monetary floodgates, which 
would devalue all of the euros currently 
held by the Fed — including those ob- 
tained under the reduced-rate swap lines. 

Despite the Constitution’s requirement 
that all money be appropriated by Con- 
gress, Treasury officials cited in news re- 
ports insist they do not need permission 
from Congress to hand over more U.S. 
taxpayer money to the IMF. And the Fed 
maintains that it does not need any fur- 
ther authority to print trillions of dollars 
and shower them on banks and corpora- 
tions around the world. 

But even President Obama indicated 
— publicly, at least — that the EU en- 
tity should be able to deal with the cri- 
sis on its own. “Look, Europe is wealthy 
enough that there’s no reason why they 
can’t solve this problem,” he said at a 
press conference on December 8. “It’s 
not as if we’re talking about some im- 
poverished country that doesn’t have any 
resources.” 

Analysts, however, are skeptical. Euro 
Pacific Capital chief Peter Schiff, who 
has forecasted economic events of recent 
years with uncanny accuracy, said in late 
November that the Fed would likely con- 
tinue to debase the dollar for as long as 
possible. “This is not about economic 
growth, its about propping up insolvent 
financial institutions by creating infla- 
tion,” Schiff said, telling investors to 
stock up on precious metals now. 

It remains unclear why so many key 
U.S. policymakers feel the need to try to 
save the failing European single currency 
and the continent’s bloated regimes by 
seizing wealth from already-struggling 
Americans. According to experts, some 
of whom estimate the bailouts of recent 
years in the tens of trillions of dollars, the 
schemes will fail miserably — all while 
further damaging the U.S. economy and 
the dollar. 

However, there may be a brighter side, 
too. While some insiders hope to use the 
ongoing crisis to consolidate global fi- 
nancial control, more than a few analysts 
expect the growing exposure of the Fed 
and its out-of-control policies to continue 
building pressure for real monetary re- 
form around the world. 


THE NEW AMERICAN ¢ FEBRUARY 6, 2012 


Big Push for UN’s 
International Criminal Court 


The Obama administration and high-powered groups that 
promote global government are trying to empower the 
International Criminal Court, despite U.S. laws against it. 


by William F. Jasper 


he push is on to empower the Inter- 
T national Criminal Court, the Unit- 

ed Nations’ global tribunal that 
claims universal jurisdiction to prosecute 
individuals for war crimes, crimes against 
humanity, genocide, and aggression. Over 
the past year, the Obama administration, 
acting primarily through Secretary of State 
Hillary Clinton, has been ratcheting up the 
campaign to legitimize the ICC as a global 
prosecutor and supreme court. 

Together with a coterie of think tanks, 
media allies, and non-governmental 
organizations, the administration is at- 
tempting to establish precedents for U.S. 
participation in, and support for, the ICC 
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action agenda, notwithstanding the fact 
that the U.S. Senate has not ratified the 
1998 Rome Statute establishing the ICC. 

Following the examples of other recent 
White House occupants, President Obama 
announced in March his decision to com- 
mit U.S. military forces in support of the 
NATO/UN war against Libyan dictator 
Moammar Gadhafi because “the writ of 
the international community must be en- 
forced.” The “writ” to which he referred 
was United Nations Security Council Res- 
olution 1973, passed on March 17, 2011 
— with prodding from Secretary Clinton 
and her minions at State. 

However, the only “writ” Obama is 
empowered to enforce is the U.S. Consti- 
tution, which he took an oath to uphold 


Secretary of State Hillary Rodham Clinton 
and the Obama administration have used 
Libyan dictator Moammar Gadhafi as a 
pretext for promoting ICC jurisdiction. 


WORLD 


AP Images 


and defend. And it, of course, requires 
that, except when we are under attack or 
imminent threat of attack, our President 
may not commit our armed forces to war 
except with a declaration of war from the 
U.S. Congress. 

Nevertheless, on March 19, 2011, Pres- 
ident Obama — without even consulting 
Congress, and while on a trade mission 
and family jaunt in Rio de Janeiro, Bra- 
zil — announced: “Today I authorized the 
armed forces of the United States to begin 
a limited military action in Libya in sup- 
port of an international effort to protect 
Libyan civilians.” 

Hillary Clinton took up the task of ex- 
plaining why the absentee President, who 
was then casually kicking soccer balls 
with Brazilian school kids and squiring 
his wife and daughters around Rio on 
sightseeing excursions, had found it so 
urgent to initiate another major war, as to 
require violating his constitutional oath. 

According to Clinton, this war was 
necessary because “Gaddafi has lost his 
legitimacy to govern,” and “our military 
action was taken in response to the obvi- 
ous humanitarian crisis.” 

That “crisis” centered on less-than- 
credible allegations that Gadhafi’s armed 
forces were engaged in massive slaughter 
of Libyan civilians, a charge that the ad- 
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Blue-robed injustice: Shown are three of the ICC’s 


18 judges, (from left) Elizabeth Odio Benito, Adrian Fulford, and Renz Blatt 


ay 


mann, in the 


courtroom of the ICC in The Hague, Netherlands. Prof. Charles Rice calls the court “a monster” with unlimited jurisdiction and no accountability. 


ministration and pro-war advocates had 
been flogging for weeks, but for which 
they had failed to produce any solid proof 
to back their sensational claims. 

When the administration’s top two De- 
fense officials, Defense Secretary Robert 
Gates and Chairman of the Joint Chiefs 
of Staff Admiral Mike Mullen, were both 
asked, at a Pentagon press briefing, if 
they had evidence confirming charges 
that Gadhafi’s jets had fired on the civil- 
ian protesters, they admitted that they had 
“none whatsoever.” 

Here is the relevant section from the 
March 1, 2011 Defense Department press 
briefing transcript: 


Q: Do you see any evidence that he 
actually has fired on his own people 
from the air? There were reports of it, 
but do you have independent confir- 
mation? If so, to what extent? 

SEC. GATES: We’ve seen the press 
reports, but we have no confirmation 
of that. 

ADM. MULLEN: That’s cor- 
rect. We’ve seen no confirmation 
whatsoever. 


Obama/Clinton Set Precedent 
for U.S. Participation in ICC 
Nevertheless, the previous week, in ab- 
sence of any corroborating evidence of the 
alleged atrocities and despite the fact that 
the U.S. government has not ratified the 
ICC Statute and is not a party to the ICC, 
the Obama administration voted on Feb- 
ruary 26, 2011 in support of UN Security 
Council Resolution 1970 to refer Gadhafi 
to the ICC for prosecution. 

This is an important precedent, as it is 
the first time the United States has voted to 
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refer a case to the ICC. President Obama 
and Secretary Clinton give every indica- 
tion of pressing forward with a pro-ICC 
agenda. Clinton was quite explicit in this 
regard even before assuming her office at 
the State Department. In her confirma- 
tion hearing as Secretary of State before 
the Senate Foreign Relations Committee 
in January 2009, Hillary Clinton said, 
“Whether we work toward joining or not, 
we will end hostility toward the ICC and 
look for opportunities to encourage ef- 
fective ICC action in ways that promote 
U.S. interests by bringing war criminals 
to justice.” 

Later, speaking in Nairobi, Kenya, in 
August 2009, Clinton expressed her “great 
regret” that the United States is not a party 
to the ICC, but said that the United States 
has supported the court and would “con- 
tinue to do so.” A January 2010 review by 
the Department of Justice concluded that 
diplomatic or “informational” support for 
“particular investigations or prosecutions” 
by the ICC would not violate existing laws. 

But those existing laws include, most 
especially, the American Servicemem- 
bers’ Protection Act of 2002. As a Con- 
gressional Research Service report of 
July 2011 observed: 


The U.S. government is prohibited 
by law from providing material assis- 
tance to the ICC in its investigations, 
arrests, detentions, extraditions, or 
prosecutions of war crimes, under the 
American Servicemembers’ Protec- 
tion Act of 2002, or ASPA (P.L. 107- 
206, Title I). The prohibition covers, 
among other things, the obligation of 
appropriated funds, assistance in in- 
vestigations on U.S. territory, partici- 


pation in U.N. peacekeeping opera- 
tions unless certain protections from 
ICC actions are provided to specific 
categories of personnel, and the shar- 
ing of classified and law enforcement 
information. 


Whether or not the administration has al- 
ready violated the legal prohibitions en- 
acted in ASPA remains to be proven, but 
there is little question that it is attempting 
to lend full support to the ICC and move 
the United States closer to ratification of 
the ICC treaty. 

President Obama’s National Security 
Strategy report, issued in May 2010, stated: 


Although the United States is not at 
present a party to the Rome Statute 
of the International Criminal Court 
(ICC) ... we are engaging with State 
Parties to the Rome Statute on issues 
of concern and are supporting the 
ICC’s prosecution of those cases that 
advance U.S. interests and values, 
consistent with the requirements of 
USS. law. 


Pratt House Promoters 

Now as in years past, the key promotion 
and support for empowering the ICC — 
both inside and outside of the administra- 
tion — emanates from Pratt House, the 
New York City headquarters of the Coun- 
cil on Foreign Relations (CFR). 

It was council members and the coun- 
cil’s journal, Foreign Affairs, that laid the 
groundwork in the 1990s for the UN’s 
1998 ICC summit in Rome. It was the big 
tax-exempt foundations (Ford, Rockefel- 
ler, Carnegie, MacArthur, Soros) run by 
CFR globalists that provided the funding 
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for the “human rights” NGO rent-a-mobs 
that materialized to provide global “grass- 
roots support” for the ICC. 

In 2011, the CFR focused anew on the 
ICC. In its May/June 2011 issue, Foreign 
Affairs published “Who’s Afraid of the In- 
ternational Criminal Court? — Finding the 
Prosecutor Who Can Set It Straight,” by 
David Kaye, executive director of the In- 
ternational Human Rights Program at the 
UCLA School of Law. 

In the past few months, the CFR also 
issued a council special report entitled 
Justice Beyond The Hague: Supporting 
the Prosecution of International Crimes in 
National Courts, also by Professor Kaye. 

In a June 29, 2011 article he penned for 
Foreign Policy magazine entitled “Justice 
League — The case for calling off the 
Tomahawks and bringing Muammar al- 
Qaddafi to The Hague,” longtime CFR 
member David Scheffer complimented 
the Obama administration for its favorable 
stance toward the ICC. Said Scheffer: 


The United States and its NATO allies 
are supposed to stand for the rule of 
law and, accordingly, for the criminal 
prosecution of those who violate it — 
and Barack Obama’s administration ... 
has shown an interest in renewing this 
commitment. The administration has 
been supportive of the ICC’s investiga- 
tions and indictments throughout Af- 
rica, and was instrumental in obtaining 
unanimous approval for U.N. Security 


Council Resolution 1970 on 
Feb. 26, which referred the 
Libya situation to the court 
in the first place. Libya pres- 
ents an opportunity to close 
the book on the cowboy 
behavior of the post-9/11 
era and re-embrace the rule 
of law in a unified fashion 
with America’s European 
and other allies throughout 
the world. 


Now a professor at Northwest- 
ern University School of Law (along with 
Associate Professor Bernardine Dohrn, the 
Weather Underground terrorist bomber and 
wife of Weatherman terrorist leader Bill 
Ayers), Scheffer was, from 1997 to 2001, 
President Bill Clinton’s Ambassador at 
Large for War Crimes Issues. In that capac- 
ity, Scheffer was Clinton’s (and the CFR’s) 
point man on the ICC. It was Scheffer who 
was the keynote speaker for a special con- 
fab of the Working Group on the Interna- 
tional Criminal Court, held on February 
26, 1998, at Los Angeles’ plush Biltmore 
Hotel. The event, sponsored by the United 
Nations Association, was a key component 
of the Clinton/CFR stealth campaign to 
build what they intended to be unstoppable 
support for the ICC, which was going to be 
sprung upon an almost totally unsuspecting 
world just a few months hence in Rome. 
THE NEW AMERICAN was there at the 
Biltmore, however, providing the only 
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The globalists have been obdurately 
opaque about key features of the ICC, 
such as no right to a trial by a jury of 
one’s peers, no right to habeas corpus, 
no right to bail, no right to a speedy trial, 
no protection against indefinite pre-trial 
detention, and no protection against 
being transported to foreign lands. 


critical coverage of that important meet- 
ing. Our article, “International Injustice,” 
in the April 13, 1998 issue of the magazine, 
sounded the first major warning about 
the UN’s ICC agenda and the impending 
Rome summit. Scheffer and other CFR 
sherpas leading delegations to the summit 
were sublimely confident that they would 
emerge from Rome with the treaty they 
desired and — with overwhelming pres- 
sure supplied by the CFR-aligned media 
and “global civil society,” as represented 
by the CFR’s kept NGOs — would soon 
have Senate ratification. It was a slam- 
dunk, done deal — or so they thought. 
However, what globalists hadn’t antici- 
pated was the size and passion of the genu- 
ine grass-roots opposition that this blatant 
attack on American justice, national sov- 
ereignty, and our Constitution and Bill of 
Rights would engender. Led primarily by 
The John Birch Society, which made ex- 
posing and stopping the ICC a top priority, 
ICC opponents began swamping their Sen- 
ators with appeals to oppose the ICC treaty. 
In a series of articles, THE NEw AMERI- 
CAN revealed the campaign for the ICC as 
a colossal bait-and-switch scam. While 
proponents were selling the ICC as the 
institution that would haul the Hitlers and 
Stalins of the world before the bar of jus- 
tice, what they were actually building is a 
global judicial monster that violates all the 
major principles of separation of powers, 
checks and balances, and accountability. 
In spite of their incessant prattling 
about dedication to “transparency,” the 
globalists have been obdurately opaque 


Tyranny in the making: The temporary home 
of the ICC at The Hague, Netherlands, is to 
be replaced nearby with a new €190 million 
edifice in 2015. 
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about key features of the ICC, such as no 
right to a trial by a jury of one’s peers, 
no right to habeas corpus, no right to bail, 
no right to a speedy trial, no protec- 
tion against indefinite pre-trial de- 
tention, and no protection against 
being transported to foreign lands. 
America’s top constitutional champions 
have rightly denounced the ICC. As we 
reported in 1998: 


Dr. Charles Rice, professor of law at 
Notre Dame University, has termed 
the ICC “a monster,” both in concept 
and reality, noting that it effectively 
“repudiates the Constitution, the Bill 
of Rights, and the Declaration of In- 
dependence and cancels the 4th of 
July.” “In our system,” Professor Rice 
explains, “law is supposed to be a rule 
of reason which, in a sense, controls 
the state and compels the state to oper- 
ate under the law.” But the superjuris- 
dictional ICC, he points out, has no 
legitimate basis for its claimed author- 
ity, no protections against abuses, no 
accountability, and virtually no limits 
to its jurisdiction. “What are the lim- 
its on the ICC?” he asks, and then an- 
swers, ‘There are none. It’s insane!” 


As news of this ICC criminal insanity be- 
came more widely known, the U.S. Con- 
gress was deluged with letters, e-mails, 
faxes, phone calls, and petitions opposing 
it. It was obvious that the Senate would 
not ratify the Rome Statute. The Clinton 
administration, which only months previ- 
ously had been so confident of ratification, 
did not even send the treaty to the Senate. 


New Propaganda Campaign 

The ICC that President Bill Clinton failed 
to get ratified has now become a major 
project of his wife, Secretary of State 
Hillary Rodham Clinton. Bill, of course, 
is a member of the CFR. Hillary is not a 
formal member, but is completely imbued 
with the CFR’s one-world ethos, and has 
written for the CFR’s Foreign Affairs jour- 
nal and been a featured speaker on CFR 
programs. As with past administrations, 
her State Department is loaded with CFR 
“experts,” including her Ambassador to 
the United Nations, Susan E. Rice, who 
has been a major promoter of U.S. support 
for, and cooperation with, the ICC. 
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NGO rent-a-mob: Activists from Italy’s Transnational Radical Party ( (above) at the UN’s 1998 ICC 
summit in Rome typify the foundation and government-funded “grass-roots” support for the ICC. 


Hillary’s State Department also has 
been a major source of direct funding 
(as well as an indirect source of funding 
through USAID and USIA) to, among oth- 
ers, the National Endowment for Democ- 
racy (headed by Carl Gershman, CFR), 
which has in turn funded many of the 
astro-turf “civil society” groups and faux 
human rights organizations that have been 
calling for the ICC to arrest and try various 
despots across the Middle East. 

On December 9, 2011, Human Rights 
Watch (HRW) issued an urgent appeal 
entitled, “ICC: A Need for Strengthened 
Support.” Its subtitle, “Nations to Set 
Budget, Formally Elect Next Prosecutor,” 
hinted at an important theme of the HRW 
campaign: to increase ICC funding from 
the states’ parties, in order to expand ICC 
arrests and prosecutions. The HRW appeal 
not only was picked up and favorably men- 
tioned in much of the CFR establishment 
media, but was replicated in toto on the 
same day on AlertNet, which bills itself 
as “The world’s humanitarian news site” 
and is financed by the Reuters Foundation, 
the tax-exempt arm of the global Reuters 
corporate news group. 

On December 23, 2011, Coskun Coruz, 
a member of the House of Representatives 
of the Netherlands, presented an op-ed 
entitled “Time has come for America to 
reconsider its position on the ICC,” in 


the influential Washington, D.C.-based 
newspaper/Internet site The Hill. “Over 
the past year, the International Criminal 
Court has gained credibility,’ Rep. Coruz 
averred, citing the UN’s resolutions with 
regard to Libya and Ivory Coast. “Given 
this development,” the Dutch politician 
continued, “‘it is all the more embarrass- 
ing that a country such as the United States 
of America undermines the credibility of 
resolutions adopted by the UN Security 
Council, by not recognising the Interna- 
tional Criminal Court in The Hague.” Rep. 
Coruz’s article was aimed, of course, at the 
U.S. Congress, and, more specifically, the 
U.S. Senate. 

National Public Radio’s December 27 
piece, “Dealing With Dictators,” was in- 
directly aimed at the same target; its pri- 
mary aim was to build public support for 
the ICC to overcome Senate opposition. 

We will be seeing a great deal more 
of this in the coming months. The ICC 
has formulated what it calls a “Strategic 
Plan for Outreach” that includes extensive 
“public information” campaigns coordi- 
nated with media organizations, NGOs, 
think tanks, schools, universities, religious 
leaders, foundations and politicians. This 
“Strategic Plan” is kicking into high gear 
for 2012, which marks the tenth anniver- 
sary of the entry into force of the ICC’s 
Rome Statute. 
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READING ABOUT RON 


The book Ron Paul: Father of the Tea Party takes readers on a journey through the life of 
Ron Paul, beginning with his youth, and it marks transformative points in his life. 


by Jack Kenny 


Ron Paul: Father of the Tea Party, by Jason Rink, Variant Press, 2011, 255 
pages, paperback. 


decades in the making. Jason Rink, freelance writer and author from 

Austin, Texas, tells the story of the retired obstetrician and 12-term 
Congressman who is suddenly among the top contenders in presidential poli- 
tics. The unmistakably friendly portrayal, advertised on the cover as “The 
Unauthorized Biography of an Unauthorized Politician,” offers an informative 
and entertaining life story of one of the most unusual and interesting presi- 
dential candidates in American history. 

Rink describes Paul’s early life as the third of five boys growing up on a 
family dairy farm in Green Tree, Pennsylvania. Born in 1935, Paul lived much 
of his early childhood in the shadow of World War II, as he gained his first 
impressions of government rationing and bureaucratic controls over farming. 
As a high-school athlete, he gained a reputation for fleet-footedness on the 
football field and in track, winning state championships as a junior in the 220- 
and 440-yard dashes, and finishing third in the 100-yard dash. 

He continued to run in track meets and competed on the swim team at Get- 
tysburg College. Just before his senior year, he married Carol Wells, whom he 
had begun dating in high school. The couple moved to North Carolina when 
Paul was at Duke Medical School, and then to Michigan for his internship 
at Henry Ford Hospital in Detroit. In October 1962, while he was finishing 
his internship, Paul learned what the government means by “volunteer.” His 
draft notice informed him he could be conscripted into the Army or he could 
“volunteer” to enter one of the other branches of military service. He chose 
the Air Force and was commissioned a first lieutenant. His duties included 
certifying Air Force pilots for flight status. When he signed the medical papers 
for pilots deploying to Vietnam, Rink relates, Paul began to think about what 
they were doing there and why. 

“TI remember well when President Johnson announced a troops surge in 
Vietnam to hasten victory,” he would later recall. “That went on for another 
decade and by the time we finally got out 60,000 Americans had died. God 
knows we should have gotten out ten years earlier.” 

Following his active duty, Paul enrolled in the Air National Guard in Pitts- 
burgh, where he completed his residency in obstetrics and gynecology at Magee 
Women’s Hospital. He later purchased the private practice of the only OB/GYN 
in Brazoria County, Texas, and settled with his family in the town of Lake Jack- 
son, 50 miles south of Houston. Soon Dr. Paul was delivering up to 50 babies 
a month at the beginning of a career in which he delivered more than 4,000. 

When he later took on a partner, Paul insisted on two rules: no abortions and 
no taking of federal funds. Medicare and Medicaid patients would be treated 
for free and given the same care paying patients received. He believed both 
the “red tape” required for the federal reimbursements and the controls over 
patient care exerted by Health Maintenance Organizations undermined the 
ability of the doctor to prescribe the treatment he believed best for his patients. 

His belief in free markets and voluntary associations grew as he studied 


R on Paul is one of those “overnight” sensations that are years, even 
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writers of the Austrian school of economics. Con- 
cerns about the value and stability of the dollar 
would eventually lead him to what began as a one- 
man crusade to expose the secret workings of the 
Federal Reserve Board, and later to an effort to, as 
the title of one of his best-selling books demands, 
End the Fed. 

When President Nixon announced in 1971 that he 
was ending the convertibility of U.S. dollars to gold 
and imposing wage and price controls, Paul began 
to think seriously about entering politics. That Nix- 
on’s New Economic Plan enjoyed bipartisan support 
made Paul all the more determined to oppose it. “I 
decided that someone in politics had to condemn 
the controls,” he said, “and offer the alternative that 
could explain the past and give hope for the future: 
the Austrian economists’ defense of the free market.” 
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Ron Paul with his wife (left) at 


his caucus-night rally January 


3, 2012 in Ankemy, lowa. 
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His first campaign for Congress in 1974 
was based on the theme he has been run- 
ning on ever since: “Freedom, Honesty 
and Sound Money.” He chose to run at 
a tough time and place for Republicans, 
however. He was in a Democratic district 
in a year when Republicans were attempt- 
ing to recover from the Watergate scandal 
and Nixon’s resignation. Political new- 
comer Paul lost to eight-term incumbent 
Robert Casey in a nationwide sweep for 
the Democrats. 

When Casey was appointed to the Fed- 
eral Maritime commission in April 1976, 
Paul won a special election for the vacant 
seat. He lost the general election in No- 
vember of that year, but was reelected to 
Congress two years later. He joined the 
Committee on Financial Services (also 
known as the House Banking Committee) 
and began the opposition to federal inter- 
vention in domestic and world markets 
that would earn him his reputation as “Dr. 
No.” His principled stand against a routine 
refunding of the International Monetary 
Fund so startled the political establish- 
ment of both parties that the Senate Bank- 
ing Committee invited him to testify on his 
reasons for opposing it. 

“T had never heard of this before: a 
freshman Congressman invited to share 
his views with a Senate committee,” re- 
called Gary North, a free-market econo- 
mist on Paul’s staff at the time. “I have 
never heard of it since.” 

In the conventional wisdom of the 1980s, 
Paul’s dedication to free markets and fru- 
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gal spending should have fit right in with 
the crusade of Reagan Republicans against 
“big government.” But the maverick Con- 
gressman soon found himself at odds with 
the supply-side economists of the “Reagan 
Revolution” who claimed cutting taxes 
alone would reduce deficits by spurring 
productivity and increasing revenue. 

“Tax relief is important, but members 
of Congress need to back up tax cuts with 
spending cuts,” Paul said. “True fiscal con- 
servatism combines both low taxes and 
low spending.” Most self-proclaimed fis- 
cal conservatives weren’t listening, how- 
ever; and the federal budget nearly dou- 
bled and the national debt nearly tripled 
during Reagan’s eight years as President. 

“Dr. No” also refused to go along with 
sending U.S. military forces into wars that 
bore no relationship to the defense of the 
United States, and to “peacekeeping mis- 
sions” that undermined our nation’s sov- 
ereignty. When President Clinton, without 
authorization of Congress, sent American 
troops into the war between the Serbs and 
Bosnians in the former Yugoslavia, Paul 
protested that Congress, by continuing to 
fund the mission, had “allowed our foreign 
policy to be commandeered by interna- 
tional bodies like NATO and the United 
Nations.” 

When the Bush administration was 
making the case for war over Iraq’s al- 
leged “weapons of mass destruction” and 
defiance of United Nations directives, 
Paul again argued passionately against 
going to war to enforce UN resolutions. 


Our nation, he insisted, faced no threat 
from “an impoverished third world na- 
tion 6,000 miles from our shores that 
doesn’t even possess an army or a navy.” 
When Congress approved a resolution 
authorizing the President to initiate mili- 
tary action against Iraq at his own dis- 
cretion, Paul was one of only six House 
members to vote against it. He upbraided 
his colleagues for ceding to the President 
the Congress’s constitutional power to 
declare war, even telling them they “lack 
the political courage to call an invasion 
of Iraq what it really is: a war.” 

Rink describes the problems that 
plagued Paul’s ill-fated run as the Liber- 
tarian Party candidate in 1988, and the Re- 
publican primary campaign of 2008, when 
the candidate’s message of individual lib- 
erty, adherence to the Constitution, and a 
non-interventionist foreign policy resonat- 
ed with audiences, especially on college 
campuses. The December 16, 2007 rally 
in Boston, on the anniversary on the 234th 
anniversary of the Boston Tea Party, was 
accompanied by an Internet fundraising 
effort, called a “money bomb,” that raised 
more than $6 million in a single day. The 
rally helped set the stage for the Tea Party 
movement that became a national phe- 
nomenon in 2009 and 2010. Among the 
Tea Party favorites winning election in 
2010 was Dr. Rand Paul, the 47-year-old 
son of the Texas Congressman and now 
the junior Senator from Kentucky. 

Rink’s book includes events of the past 
year, as Paul’s steady rise in the polls over- 
came a very noticeable effort by the major 
news media to ignore it. Some observ- 
ers, however, began noticing that the Paul 
campaign was changing the political con- 
versation, as rival candidates began talk- 
ing about reining in the Federal Reserve, 
and larger audiences were rallying to the 
candidate’s antiwar stand. Fox News com- 
mentator Juan Williams no doubt startled 
some of his colleagues with the following 
observation: “If you have not been paying 
attention, it’s time to look around and real- 
ize that we are living in the political age of 
Ron Paul.” 

An impressive tribute to the man 
Rink describes as “a soft-spoken small- 
town doctor,” who entered politics “just 
wishing to be heard. Decades later, at 75 
years of age, everybody, it seemed, was 
listening.” Mf 
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Neighbors Save 
Elderly Woman 


Gandhi once said, “You may never know 
what results come of your action, but if 
you do nothing there will be no result.” 
Mike Abels and his wife took action at the 
start of the New Year and became heroes 
in the process. 

When flames engulfed an apartment 
complex in Miami, Florida, Ada Manning 
was trapped in her home. Wheelchair- 
bound and with prosthetic knee caps, she 
has no ready means of leaving her house. 

Manning was asleep in her bed when 
smoke began to enter her apartment. Her 
neighbors from across the street immedi- 
ately thought of her safety when they no- 
ticed the fire. Mike Abels rushed into the 
apartment complex and was able to enter 
Manning’s apartment because she had for- 
gotten to lock her door. 

“When she saw me, she just flung into 
my arms and I told her we have time. Take 
it easy and I told her to walk real slowly,” 
Mike Abels said. 

According to Manning, it was serendip- 
itous that the door was unlocked, because 
she never leaves her door unlocked. 

“Thank God the door was unlocked for 
them to get me,” she said. 

Overall, the entire ordeal proved to be 
miraculous because despite massive prop- 
erty damage, everyone escaped without 
harm. In fact, Manning’s apartment had 
so much smoke damage that she was un- 
able to return for several days. But be- 
cause of the heroics of Mike, she escaped 
unscathed. 

“Tt’s a new year. Thank God I’m alive! 
I don’t know what I would have done if it 
wasn’t for my neighbors. I’d probably be 
dead,” said Manning, brought to tears by 
her gratitude. 


Christmas Year-round 


Michelle Blackman of Lawrence, Wiscon- 
sin, was selected as one of the Green Bay 
Press Gazette’s annual Everyday Heroes 
because of her dedication to bringing joy 
to others around the world. 

Blackman is committed to Operation 
Christmas Child, so much so that she 
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keeps about 100 shoeboxes in her closet 
every year. She then packs Christmas 
presents, hygienic products, school sup- 
plies, candy, and a letter into the shoe- 
boxes, and through various charitable en- 
deavors, ships them to children all over 
the world. 

She does not do it alone either. 
The Green Bay Press Gazette reports, 
“Through her years and dedication, she 
has managed to build up a network of 
donors — people who drop stuff off at 
her house all year long, a shoe store that 
donates empty boxes and a dentist who 
provides her with free toothbrushes and 
toothpaste.” 

Operation Christmas Child is operated 
by Samaritan’s Purse out of Boone, North 
Carolina, every year around November. 
But for Blackman and her team of gener- 
ous donors, the effort is year-round. 

Blackman has dedicated an entire room 
in her house to the cause, and even quit 
her job at the YMCA just to make time 
for her charitable endeavor. 

“Her house looks like Santa’s work- 
shop,” said Tiffany Wieber, who is in- 
volved in the local Operation Christmas 
Child project. “She dropped off around 
300 shoeboxes last year.” 

Wieber went on to emphasize just how 
significant that donation is. “I personally 
did 13. I’ve heard of large churches doing 
hundreds, but Michelle is one person, and 
she packs hundreds and hundreds.” 

Blackman began her generous efforts 
in 2006, after she read the book The Glass 
Castle, memoirs of a woman who grew 
up in extreme poverty in West Virginia. 
She explains that following that reading 
she had a “burning desire to give back.” 

“TI was bound and determined to make 
gift baskets for kids,” she said. “Every- 
body I know has so much, and I just want- 
ed to send everything I had. I didn’t know 
how I was going to do it.” 

While trying to find a means by which 
she could channel her generosity, she 
received a mail solicitation from Opera- 
tion Christmas Child, and felt inspired. 
Interestingly, Blackman had no affiliation 
with the church who sent her the solici- 
tation, and is unsure how she got on its 
mailing list. 
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“Td consider that divine appointment,” 
Blackman says. 

When she first began in 2006, she 
shipped 22 boxes, but in 2011, she sent 
out 382 boxes. 

In addition to the shoebox efforts, she 
works voluntarily for the organization 
in a leadership position, and has a team 
of seven people to promote the annual 
campaign. 

“The whole effort is to promote it, to 
spread the word,” Blackman said of her 
leadership role. “I’m still going to do my 
own thing — as many shoeboxes as | al- 
ways do — but my role as leader is to help 
my team to spread the word, to get other 
people and let them know so they can as- 
semble boxes.” 


Retired Cop Still a Hero 


On December 31, while most Americans 
were preparing for some New Year’s Eve 
festivities, former police officer Chris 
Wilden was called upon to be heroic. 
While driving on a highway in Logan 
Canyon, Utah, he discovered a Honda 
Accord that had slid off the road and 
landed in an icy river, and he immediately 
took action. 

The vehicle was upside down in the 
river, with three children and the driver, 
Roger Andersen, trapped inside. They 
were en route to Beaver Mountain for a 
ski trip when Andersen lost control of his 
vehicle and slipped off the highway. 

Wilden jumped into the freezing water, 
pulled out his gun, pressed it up against 
the windows, and shot them out. He then 
reached into the vehicle, and with a pock- 
etknife, cut the seatbelt of one child. 

At that point, rescue workers and other 
passersby arrived. The children weren’t 
breathing when they were pulled from the 
vehicle, but riverside resuscitation proved 
to be successful. 

According to Wilden, he prepared him- 
self for the worst when he jumped into the 
river, fully expecting that he may have ar- 
rived too late. 

But he was not too late, and all four 
victims managed to survive the harrowing 
ordeal. 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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Labeled “Dangerous 


GOP presidential candidate Barry Goldwater preceded Ron Paul by many years in being 
labeled dangerous over his foreign policy views, but it wasn’t true then either. 


by Jack Kenny 


of the presidential race, Michele 

Bachmann leveled a charge at a 
rival candidate that was unusual, even in 
an age when the airwaves are saturated 
with highly charged negative campaign 
ads and the image of an opponent is often 
transformed to resemble a foreign enemy. 

“Ron Paul will not defend (the) United 
States of America in the event of a nuclear 
attack,” the Minnesota Congresswoman 
said in an interview with CBS News and 
the National Journal. “He is just fine 
with Iran having a nuclear weapon and 
they have already stated they will just 
use a nuclear weapon against the United 
States.... Ron Paul would be dangerous for 
the United States on foreign policy.” 

Bachmann, like the rest of the GOP 
field of presidential candidates (with the 
exception of Paul), assumed not only that 
Iran is pursuing a nuclear weapon, but 
is on the verge of achieving that goal. 
In 2007, a National Intelligence Esti- 
mate, based on the findings of 16 U.S. 
intelligence services, stated with “high 
confidence” that Iran had abandoned its 
nuclear weapons effort in 2003. Yet the 
warnings about Iran’s nuclear programs 
have only intensified in the years since, as 
the Obama administration has continued 
the policy of economic sanctions against 
Iran, accompanied by threats of military 
action with repeated warnings that “all op- 
tions are on the table.” 

The Washington Post’s Jennifer Rubin, 
in her “Right Turn” column of November 
18, 2011 cited “the conclusion of the Inter- 
national Atomic Energy Agency, namely 
that Iran is going full-steam ahead with 
its nuclear weapons program.” In fact, the 
IAEA stated in the “Conclusion” of the 
agency’s November 11 report to its Board 
of Governors: “Since 2002, the Agency 
has become increasingly concerned about 
the possible existence in Iran of undis- 
closed nuclear related activities, involv- 
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Barry M. Goldwater addresses a campaign rally in Raleigh, North Carolina, in September 1964. 
The GOP presidential candidate drew large crowds of enthusiastic supporters, but not large 


enough on election day. 


ing military related organizations, related 
to the development of a nuclear payload 
for a missile, about which the agency has 
regularly received new information.” (Em- 
phasis added.) 

Given the nine-years-long war with Iraq 
that followed our government’s effort to 
eliminate “weapons of mass destruction” 
that were not there, the American public 
might be less eager than Rubin and many of 
her colleagues in the neocon press to leap to 
the conclusion that “Tran is going full-steam 
ahead with its nuclear weapons program.” 
If that’s the case, someone apparently for- 
got to tell the Pentagon. On December 20, 
Press Secretary George Little, clarifying a 
statement made the previous day by Secre- 
tary of Defense Leon Panetta, said: “The 
secretary was clear that we have no indica- 
tion that the Iranians have made a decision 
to develop a nuclear weapon.” 

Yet of the candidates now running for 


President — Barack Obama included — 
the one who is often described as “danger- 
ous” is the one who is not missile-rattling 
against Iran. America has not heard this 
much talk about a “dangerous” candidate 
and nuclear weapons since Barry Goldwa- 
ter ran for President in 1964. There is one 
obvious difference, however: Goldwater 
was accused of being eager to start a war; 
Paul is considered “dangerous” because of 
his reluctance to start one. 


Plan to Burn Barry 

Like Paul, Goldwater was widely de- 
nounced by members of his own party 
during the primary campaigns. The blunt- 
spoken Arizona Senator had made his 
reputation as a principled foe of welfare- 
state liberalism and a champion on “brink- 
manship,” or going to the brink of war if 
necessary to deter the Soviet Union or its 
client states from efforts to advance com- 
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A little girl picking daisies is “vaporized” in a Johnson campaign commercial, implying a Goldwater presidency would lead to nuclear war. The ad 
was groundbreaking in its dramatic visual effects and in inaugurating a new era of negative advertising in political campaigns. 


munism through aggression or subversion. 
A determined Cold Warrior, Goldwater 
also had a mischievous sense of humor, 
and on the subject of nuclear weapons, 
he once joked that maybe we should “lob 
one into the men’s room in the Kremlin.” 
He spoke more seriously of allowing the 
NATO commander authority to use tacti- 
cal nuclear weapons in the event of a war 
in Europe, though that policy had already 
been quietly adopted during the Eisen- 
hower and Kennedy administrations. 
While discussing efforts to cut the supply 
lines to the Viet Cong in the Vietnam War, 
Goldwater mentioned it was possible to 
use “low-yield” atomic bombs to defoli- 
ate the jungle cover of the supply trails, 
though he prefaced that observation by 


rimary opponents and his 
press were eager to repeat 
h statements, suggesting 


saying, “I don’t think we would do that.” 
Not surprisingly, his Republican pri- 
mary opponents and his many critics in 
the press were eager to repeat and expand 
on such statements, suggesting Goldwater 
was “trigger-happy,” inclined to “shoot 
from the hip,” and a dangerous man to 
have in the White House in the nuclear age 
of “mutually assured destruction.” Add to 
that Goldwater’s minority vote against the 
1963 Nuclear Test Ban treaty, based on his 
belief that it would give a strategic advan- 
tage to the Soviet Union, and the result 
was a candidate ripe for caricature as one 
who had, in the words of the movie Dr. 
Strangelove, “learned to love the bomb.” 
New York Governor Nelson Rockefell- 
er, Goldwater’s main opponent for the 
Republican nomination, 
decided to “go nuclear,” 
in a manner of speaking, 
in the desperate last days 
of the California primary 
campaign, the final battle 
before the raucous conven- 
tion at the Cow Palace in 
San Francisco. Rockefel- 
ler and his allies among the 
GOP “moderates” needed 
to keep Goldwater from 
a first ballot victory, and 


his California ad firm, Spencer-Roberts 
and Associates, came up with a pamphlet 
entitled, “Who Do You Want in the Room 
with the H Bomb?” It was mailed to all 
two million registered Republicans in the 
state and caused a controversy that would 
follow Goldwater all the way to November. 
Its immediate impact was lessened, how- 
ever, by an event in Rockefeller’s personal 
life. Happy Rockefeller, the Governor’s 
second wife, gave birth to a baby boy just 
three days before the primary. However the 
Governor may have greeted the event per- 
sonally, it was not a joyous occasion for 
his presidential campaign. As advertising 
director Stuart Spencer would later recall: 
“Tt reopened the wounds of being a wom- 
an-chaser, of adultery, all the G*******q 
questions we had fuzzed over by accusing 
Goldwater of being a madman.” 


Democrats Continue Denouncement 

When Goldwater won the June 3 primary, 
the Democrats began planning a campaign 
based on fear of what the Republican can- 
didate might do in the White House with 
nuclear weapons at his disposal. In a letter 
to Bill Moyers, then special assistant to 
President Lyndon Johnson and the White 
House official in charge of the advertising 
campaign, Americans for Democratic Ac- 
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tion president John Roche urged a “savage 
assault” on Goldwater and offered an idea 
for a billboard ad: “Goldwater in 64 — 
Hotwater in 65? With a mushroom cloud 
in the background.” 

Meanwhile, in what resembled a politi- 
cal tag-team match, Pennsylvania Gover- 
nor William Scranton entered the Republi- 
can contest as the last-minute candidate of 
the “Stop Goldwater” movement. Scran- 
ton repeated the charges of Goldwater’s 
alleged “reckless” and “trigger-happy” 
ways, but did not sway the Goldwater 
delegates, who nominated their candidate 
on the first ballot and booed Rockefeller 
when he addressed the convention and 
warned of the dangers of “extremism.” 

“T would remind you that extremism in 
defense of liberty is no vice,’ Goldwater 
declared in his acceptance address, caus- 
ing, according to legend, a reporter in 
the press gallery to gasp: “My God! He’s 
going to run as Goldwater!” But as sum- 
mer wore on and Goldwater sought to allay 
fears that his alleged “extremism” would 
lead to either war or domestic chaos (or 
both), President Lyndon Johnson and his 
campaign strategists became concerned 
that Goldwater might manage to redefine 
himself to a nervous electorate before the 
Democrats got around to portraying him 
as a thoroughly frightening figure, with 
Johnson as the safe and stable alternative. 
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“A principal means for attacking Gold- 
water was through the press,” wrote histo- 
rian Robert Dallek in Flawed Giant: Lyn- 
don Johnson and His Times. “The White 
House knew that Goldwater frightened 
most of the newspapers and magazines, 
which wanted to help Johnson defeat him.” 
And Johnson had no illusions about the 
supposed objectivity of news reporting. 
“Reporters are puppets,” he said. “They 
simply respond to the pull of the most 
powerful strings.... Every story is always 
slanted to win the favor of someone who 
sits somewhere higher up.” The White 
House called on friendly reporters and 
columnists for articles favorable to John- 
son and critical of his opponent. “Most of 
them promised to take Goldwater to task 
for his irresponsible statements,” Dallek 
wrote. Some reporters covering Goldwa- 
ter were persuaded to send reports to the 
White House on off-the-cuff comments by 
the Senator. 

With the polls all showing the incum- 
bent with a commanding lead and with 
the major news media solidly in their cor- 
ner, Johnson and the Democratic National 
Committee were taking no chances. Nei- 
ther would the ad firm hired to produce 
their campaign commercials. Five days 
after Goldwater met with Dwight Eisen- 
hower, Richard Nixon, and other GOP 
leaders at a Republican unity conference 


in mid-August, William Bernbach of 
Doyle Dane Bernbach wrote Moyers, urg- 
ing an early start to the ad campaign. 
“Knowing the short memory of the av- 
erage person,” Bernbach wrote, “it is en- 
tirely possible (Goldwater) might succeed 
in creating a new character for himself if 
we are unable to remind people of the truth 
about this man.” What the ad firm and its 
White House clients would present as the 
“truth about this man” would be dramati- 
cally displayed on TV screens on the eve- 
ning of Labor Day, the traditional starting 
point of the fall campaign. The first ad ran 
during NBC’s Monday Night at the Mov- 
ies, as viewers watching Gregory Peck and 
Susan Hayward in David and Bathsheba 
saw the subject change from adultery to 
apocalypse in an early commercial break. 
The ad opened on the scene of a pretty 
child in an open meadow picking petals 
off a daisy and counting them aloud. Sud- 
denly a Mission Control-type voice was 
heard counting down toward zero as the 
camera zoomed to an extreme close-up of 
one of the little girl’s eyes, with the image 
of a mushroom-shaped cloud mirrored in 
it. There followed an explosion and, as a 
picture of the mushroom cloud filled the 
screen, the voice of Lyndon Johnson was 
heard, saying: “These are the stakes: to 
make a world in which all of God’s chil- 
dren can live — or go into the darkness. We 
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must either love each other or die.” The ad 
ended with a narrator intoning: “Vote for 
President Johnson on November 3rd. The 
stakes are too high to stay at home.” 

For such a heavy-handed attack, the ad 
was, nonetheless, remarkably subtle — so 
subtle, in fact, that a viewer might not have 
noticed that it never mentioned Goldwater. 
Yet it was clearly aimed at him, and the 
implication that a nuclear war was likely 
if Goldwater won the election was ines- 
capable. And the reaction was predictable. 
Republican National Committee Chair- 
man Dean Burch complained the ad im- 
plied that “Senator Goldwater may some- 
how cause some kind of atomic conflict 
because he is a perfectly reckless person,” 
something Burch denounced not only as a 
libel, but “the most vile political lie.” His 


counterpart, Democratic Na- 
tional Committee Chairman 
John Bailey, would see no 
evil in the ad, claiming any 
frightening image of Gold- 
water was created by the 
candidate himself. 

The ad ran only one time 
and on only one network. But 
the uproar it created ensured 
that it would be shown for 
free on the other two net- 
works in news stories about 
the controversy. Indeed, the commercial, 
remembered in later years as the “Daisy 
Girl ad,” received prominent coverage in 
print media as well, with the image of the 
petal-picking “Daisy Girl” reproduced on 
the cover of Time magazine, along with 
pictures of Goldwater, the mushroom 
cloud, and other images to go with the 
magazine’s feature story on the nuclear 
issue. The Republican outcry served the 
Democrats’ goal of keeping the contro- 
versy linking Goldwater to nuclear war in 
the news. As Moyers wrote in a memo to 
Johnson: 


Yesterday Burch said, “This ad im- 
plies that Senator Goldwater is a 
reckless man and Lyndon Johnson is 
a careful man.” Well, that’s exactly 


what we wanted to imply. And we 
also hoped someone around Gold- 
water would say it, not us. They did.” 


In his 1988 memoir, Goldwater, the former 
Arizona Senator recalled the role Moy- 
ers played in Johnson’s advertising cam- 
paign in light of his later career as a TV 
journalist. “Over the years, I’ve watched 
Moyers appear on ‘CBS News’ and the 
Public Broadcasting Service,” Goldwater 
wrote. “He has lectured us on truth, the 
public trust, a fairer and finer America. He 
portrays himself as an honorable, decent 
American. Every time I see him, I get sick 
to my stomach and want to throw up.” 

The Johnson campaign ran another ad 
capitalizing on Goldwater’s vote against 
the Nuclear Test Ban Treaty. A little girl 
was shown eating an ice cream cone, while 
a woman’s voice recalled for the viewer 
that a man named Barry Goldwater had 
voted against a treaty to prevent radioac- 
tive fallout from contaminating children’s 
milk and ice cream. Sen. Thruston B. 
Morton rose in the Senate chamber to de- 
nounce both ads as “slime.” 

“Herr Goebbels in his heyday could 
not compete with such gruesome, panic- 
inspiring falsehoods, calculated to instill 
fear into our citizenry,’ Morton protested. 

Time appeared to make light of the ads 


Children drinking milk and eating ice cream would be in danger from radioactive fallout if Goldwater were elected, according to another Johnson ad. 
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and “their obvious implication: if Barry 
Goldwater is elected, eating ice cream will 
be dangerous and daisy-picking will be a 
thing of the past.” But the magazine’s story 
on “the nuclear issue” spoke more somberly 
about what it called “the decisive of issue 
of the 1964 Presidential campaign — the 
argument over control of nuclear weapons.” 

The “Daisy Girl” ad had an interesting 
pedigree. In later interviews the princi- 
pals at Doyle Dane Bernbach expressed 
uncertainty as to whose idea it was and 
described it as a collaborative effort. But a 
history of the ad in the online publication 
CONELRAD notes that Tony Schwartz, 
the company’s sound specialist, had done 
a similar ad two years earlier, which ran 
as a public service announcement for the 
United Nations. The promotional piece 
began with a voice-over saying, “Some- 
times numbers can be fun.” A small boy 
was then heard counting aloud like the 
girl in the daisy field, followed by a count- 
down and an explosion, as in the “Daisy 
Girl” ad. The announcer’s voice repeated, 
with obvious irony, “Sometimes.” On radio 
station WNYC in New York, the second 
“Sometimes” was replaced with: “Young 
and old. Another world war means death 
to us all. Support the United Nations.” 


Promulgating Fear, Then and Now 
Fear of war in the atomic age had been 
the rationale for supporting the United Na- 
tions from the beginning, and arms con- 
trol has been a major part of the United 
Nations’ agenda. Now, because Ron Paul 
opposes war, he is supposedly risking nu- 
clear holocaust. Ron Paul was one of only 
six Republican members of the House of 
Representatives to vote against a resolu- 
tion authorizing George W. Bush to wage 
war, at his own discretion, against Iraq to 
enforce United Nations resolutions con- 
cerning that nation’s “weapons of mass 
destruction.” When President Clinton, 
claiming authority under the United Na- 
tions, waged war in Bosnia without con- 
gressional approval, Paul accused his 
congressional colleagues of allowing “our 
foreign policy to be commandeered by 
international bodies like NATO and the 
United Nations.” He has taken the same 
stand against those who advocate preven- 
tive war against Iran. 

Ironically, Paul is even reviled as dan- 
gerous for ruling out preventive nuclear 
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Starting from behind, the Republican ticket of Goldwater and Congressman William Miller of 
New York was never able to overcome Johnson’s favorable press and Goldwater’s negative image. 


Johnson carried 44 states in an historic landslide. 


strikes against countries that haven’t at- 
tacked the United States. In a debate in 
New Hampshire in 2007, CNN’s Wolf 
Blitzer asked several of the candidates 
then seeking the 2008 GOP presidential 
nomination the following question: “If it 
came down to a preemptive U.S. strike 
against Iran’s nuclear facility if neces- 
sary, would you authorize the use of tac- 
tical nuclear weapons?” 

“TI would authorize the use of tactical 
nuclear weapons if there was no other way 
to pre-empt those nuclear centrifuges,” re- 
plied Rep. Duncan Hunter of California, 
though he added, “I don’t think it’s going 
to take tactical nukes.” 

“T think it could be done with conven- 
tional weapons, but you can’t rule out any- 
thing and you shouldn’t take any option 
off the table,” answered former New York 
Mayor Rudy Giuliani. Former Governor 
Gary Gilmore of Virginia insisted that “all 
options are on the table.” 

“You don’t take options off the table,” 
agreed former Massachusetts Governor 
Mitt Romney. The question was not asked 
of Paul, but later in the debate, when asked 
what the most pressing moral issue facing 
the country is, he replied: 


I think it’s the acceptance just recent- 
ly that we now promote pre-emptive 


war. I do not believe that’s part of 
the American tradition.... We have 
rejected the just war theory of Chris- 
tianity and now, tonight, we hear that 
we’re not even willing to remove 
from the table a pre-emptive nuclear 
strike against a country that has done 
no harm to us and is no threat to our 
national security! 


Times have indeed changed since 1964, 
when Goldwater was considered danger- 
ous in allowing for the possible use of 
tactical nuclear weapons in Europe as a 
defensive measure against an invading 
Soviet army. Ron Paul is considered dan- 
gerous these days for opposing a nuclear 
first strike against Iran. Perhaps the danger 
of Presidents, unrestrained by Congress, 
starting wars on their own authority, or 
under cover of United Nations resolu- 
tions, has become too commonplace to 
be a cause for concern in today’s White 
House and Congress, or among the influ- 
ential voices in the major news media. 

“T have to chuckle when they describe 
you and me as being dangerous,” Paul 
told a cheering crowd of supporters after 
his second-place finish in January’s New 
Hampshire primary, though he added: 
“We are dangerous to the status quo in the 
country.” 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Juvenile Defends Sibling 


On December 29, a burglar with a long rap 
sheet was fatally shot by a juvenile resident 
in Vance County, North Carolina. One of 
the accomplices of the deceased intruder 
stands charged with breaking and entering, 
conspiracy to break and enter, and injury to 
real property. According to police reports, 
the suspects gained access to the home by 
breaking a rear window. Two teenagers, a 
14-year-old boy and his 16-year-old sister, 
were home during the crime. The younger 
teen was the one who grabbed the family 
shotgun and used it to defend his sister and 
his home. The boy fired the shotgun into 
the upper torso of one of the burglars. All 
of the robbers fled at that point, but the in- 
jured one collapsed in the home’s yard and 
later died when receiving medical treat- 
ment. North Carolina recently passed a 
new “Castle Doctrine” law that took effect 
December | that gives residents more legal 
protection when they fire a weapon while 
protecting themselves against unlawful 
entry into their homes, workplaces, and ve- 
hicles, and allows homeowners to assume 
intruders mean them ill whether they have 
a weapon or not. 


Shotguns Work 


A story out of Blanchard, Oklahoma, is 
about a young mother, a relatively new 
widow who had just lost her husband barely 
a week earlier, who was the victim of an at- 
tempted home invasion on New Year’s Eve. 
Two men tried busting into the house while 
18-year-old Sarah McKinley was home 
with her son. She frantically called 911 and 
retrieved her shotgun as the two men cased 
the house trying to find a way in. Eventu- 
ally, they settled on the front entrance and 
began hammering on the door to break it 
down. The 911 dispatcher told McKinley, 
“Do whatever you can do to protect your- 
self?’ McKinley pushed her couch in front 
of the door in the hopes that it would act 
as a barricade to slow them down in their 
attempt to break in to the home. Finally, 
one of the attackers burst through the door 
with a hunting knife in his hand. McKinley 
fired the shotgun and scored a direct hit on 
the man’s upper torso. The home invader’s 
lifeless body slumped over the couch. The 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
: 7S errr. 


other assailant fled the scene as soon as he 
realized McKinley was armed. He later 
turned himself into authorities. McKinley 
later told the local news that she chose pro- 
tecting her son over the man’s life. “You 
have a choice, you or him.... I chose my 
son over him.... It’s one of those things you 
never think is going to happen to you... It 
can’t really happen, but I guess it can.” 


Picked the Mayor’s House 


The Associated Press reported that a 
pistol-packing Mayor in Alabama appre- 
hended a burglar in his garage. Mobile 
Mayor Sam Jones is a Navy Veteran who 
regularly carries his .38-caliber pistol 
with him for personal protection. Mayor 
Jones was returning from a quick trip to 
the grocery store on December 20 when 
he noticed something odd at his house. 
The garage was open, his truck had been 
tampered with, and his Christmas Nativ- 
ity scene was lit up even though he had 
unplugged it before he left. Jones drew his 
gun and approached the garage to discover 
a shirtless man standing there. The bare- 
chested man began to walk toward Jones. 
Jones warned him to stay where he was. 
The apparently mentally ill man, who was 
still wearing a patient identification brace- 
let, fell to his knees and asked for a shirt. 
When Jones asked the man what he was 
doing, the intruder replied that “the Lord 
sent him.” Jones called the police, and the 
intruder was arrested without incident. 


Gun Sales Soar 


CBS News reported on December 28 that 
more “women than ever are picking up 
rifles, shotguns, and handguns.... Female 
participation in target shooting in the U.S. 
has nearly doubled in the last decade, 
growing to nearly five million women 
since 2001.” Women interviewed say they 
shoot not only for self-protection but also 
because it relieves stress. And these aren’t 
all “Mama Grizzly” types. Some of these 
women defy stereotypes. 

Deirdre Gailey, a yoga instructor who 
works at a vegan bakery, compared shoot- 
ing to her new-age Zen interests. “Yoga’s 
Zen-like quality can be applied to shoot- 


ing guns in a lot of ways.... Shooting guns 
takes focus, concentration, and it doesn’t 
always have to be about violence.... When 
I cook ... I use a chef’s knife. You have 
respect for a knife as a tool that you use in 
your craft. And I think guns can be used in 
the same way.” 

The target shooting industry has been 
marketing more and more to female shoot- 
ers by feminizing some of the offerings. 
Items that would have been unheard of 
in earlier times, such as pink pistols and 
purses with holster slots, are now available 
to consumers. 

Lesa Ellanson, a certified shooting in- 
structor for the National Rifle Associa- 
tion’s “Women on Target” program, told 
CBS that being into shooting doesn’t run 
counter to a woman’s feminine image. “It 
would depend on how you define feminin- 
ity. I think a capable woman is the most 
feminine expression of power that there is.” 


Record Month in Gun Sales 


Gun sales enjoyed a surge in late 2011. 
The U.K. Telegraph reported on January 
1 that “Americans bought record numbers 
of guns” in December, “amid an apparent 
surge in popularity for weapons as Christ- 
mas presents.” According to the FBI re- 
cords of the National Instant Criminal 
Background Check System, there were 
over 1.5 million background checks re- 
quested by gun dealers in December, with 
nearly a half a million of those in the six 
days before Christmas. December 23 was 
the single busiest day for buying guns 
in American history, with over 102,222 
checks requested. The actual number of 
guns purchased could have been higher 
if individual buyers actually took home 
more than one gun each. The reasons for 
the surge are fears of crime waves during 
the economic decline and worries about 
tighter firearm laws on the horizon. 

Dave LaRue of Legendary Guns in 
Phoenix, Arizona, told the Telegraph that 
there “are a lot of people concerned about 
pending gun legislation and the sense 
about the current administration. People 
think future availability will be limited and 
there’s a feeling of get it while you can.” 

— PATRICK KREY 
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ObamaCare: 
More Bitter Pills, No Relief 


ITEM: The Associated Press reported on 
January 6: “The Obama administration 
defended the health care overhaul in a fil- 
ing Friday with the Supreme Court that 
calls the law an appropriate response to a 
‘crisis in the national health care market.’ 
... The government called on the court to 
uphold the core requirement that individu- 
als buy insurance or pay a penalty.” 

The Obama administration says the 

mandate “requirement falls within Con- 
gress’ power under the Constitution’s 
Commerce Clause because health care is 
an issue of supreme national importance 
that consumes nearly 18 percent of the 
U.S. economy. People may lack insurance, 
but they still get health care, and the costs 
get passed on [to] the insured, the admin- 
istration said.” 
ITEM: In the Washington Post for January 
5, U.S. Health and Human Services Secre- 
tary Kathleen Sebelius writes: “The rising 
cost of health insurance coverage has im- 
posed a heavy burden on our nation. Over 
the past decade, insurance premiums for 
working families have grown three times 
faster than have wages. Small businesses 
have seen health care become one of their 
biggest operating expenses.” 

She continues: “One of the major rea- 

sons we passed the Affordable Care Act 
was to bring down costs, something the 
health-care law does in three ways: by in- 
creasing insurance-market competition, 
assisting those who can’t afford cover- 
age, and tackling the underlying cost of 
medical care.” 
CORRECTION: Having created a monstrous 
system that, driven by mandates and hand- 
outs from Washington, chews up about a 
sixth of the gross domestic product and 
costs the average family about $15,000 
per year for health insurance coverage, 
the nation’s top health bureaucrat must 
have an enormous amount of gall. After 
all, she suggests that the healthcare solu- 
tion for the United States is even larger en- 
titlements and subsidies, the imposition of 
additional federal price controls, and more 
government regulations. 

Perhaps the Health Secretary thinks that 
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U.S. Health and Human Services Secretary Kathleen Sebelius has often claimed that the 
Affordable Care Act is meant to reduce healthcare burdens, but ObamaCare has already driven 
insurance companies out of the market and lowered limits on flexible-spending accounts. 


laughter is the best medicine, because that 
is an absolute hoot. 

For political reasons, the Patient Pro- 
tection and Affordable Care Act of 2010 
— known more commonly as ObamaCare 
— was front-loaded with benefits and 
back-loaded with costs, the latter designed 
to come after Barack Obama’s reelection. 
Nevertheless, the over-reaching legislation 
has already started having a negative im- 
pact, which only will go further downhill 
unless it is repealed. The first seven years 
after the full implementation of the legis- 
lation will add a whopping $1.36 trillion 
to the National Debt, according to a new 
study by the Congressional Budget Office, 
which is hardly an enclave of conservative, 
free marketeers. 

That’s just part of the pain. As analyst 
Michael Tanner put it in the New York Post: 


Not only has ObamaCare failed to 
slow premium growth, but at least 2 
percentage points of [the 9 percent 
jump in 2011] is directly attributable 
to the health-care law’s provisions. 
ObamaCare is also already reduc- 
ing our health-insurance choices. The 
new law has already driven a number 
of insurance companies out of the 
market, meaning there will be less 
competition and fewer choices. 
Moreover, the new law has al- 


ready cut back on flexible-spending 
accounts used by some 30 million 
workers, slashing permissible con- 
tributions in half and limiting what 
account funds can be used to pay for. 
And just released regulations from 
HHS may well eliminate most health 
savings accounts, affecting another 
10 million workers and their families. 

And, of course, once the individual 
mandate kicks in, in 2014, assuming 
it’s not struck down by the Supreme 
Court, all of us will have to purchase 
a government-designed insurance 
plan, even if it is more expensive or 
contains benefits that we don’t want. 


Few Americans are yet aware of it, but the 
new law places a cap on a program that did 
provide some relief to taxpayers. The pre- 
tax Flexible Spending Account is being re- 
duced to $2,500 in 2013 — which is less 
than the cost of braces for a child’s teeth, 
as more than one observer has noted. 

At the same time, those who already 
have the most healthcare expenses will be 
hit even harder: The threshold for itemized 
federal tax deductions for medical expens- 
es will be pushed from 7.5 percent all the 
way to 10 percent. Thank your friendly 
welfare-state politicians for taking that out 
of your pockets. 

Soon, points out columnist Bruce Bi- 
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alosky, the “oppressive cost of Obama- 
care” will really start to kick in. “Every 
W-2 will have to include the amount of 
money paid out in health care benefits, 
a requirement that will entail extensive 
administrative costs. The reason for this 
mandate is still somewhat of a mystery, 
but we can guess that a bunch of new fed- 
eral bureaucrats will be using this infor- 
mation to further invade our lives and tell 
us what to do. Then in 2013, right after the 
‘re-election of Obama,’ the new taxes take 
effect — just as all the panels and com- 
missions start to decide and control every 
aspect of our health care.” 

There seems to be little that the 
2,000-plus-page law doesn’t attempt to 
cover. Accordingly, one Roman Catholic 
school, Belmont Abbey College, has sued 
the government for violating its religious 
freedoms by forcing the college to pur- 
chase contraceptives for its students. The 
school specifically cites an HHS ruling 
that outlaws any insurance plans that fail 
to cover all the costs of all contraceptives, 
including abortifacients. 

One might conclude that the govern- 
ment’s promised assistance has run afoul 
of the law of unintended consequences — 
except for the fact that it was entirely pre- 
dictable and no doubt intended by those 
who favor outright socialized medicine. 
A survey of some 1,300 American com- 
panies this past summer found that 30 
percent would definitely or probably drop 
their health coverage if ObamaCare were 
to be completely implemented. 

Similarly, when ObamaCare added a re- 
quirement that those insurance companies 
that were providing plans just to children 
must offer coverage without consideration 
of pre-existing conditions, insurance firms 
in at least 34 states dropped their plans al- 
together, as has been noted in a Heritage 
Foundation study. Heritage also pointed 
out that now 20 states “no longer have 
child-only plans sold in their insurance 
marketplaces.” 

With millions of Americans out of 
work, the government is also making it 
harder on would-be employers to grow. 
John Stossel, host of a show on Fox Busi- 
ness network, recaps what successful 
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businessmen told him about some of the 
consequences of ObamaCare: 


John Allison, former CEO of BB&T, 
the 12th biggest bank in America, 
pointed out how Obamacare encour- 
ages employers not to insure their em- 
ployees. Under the law, an employer 
would be fined for that. But the pen- 
alty at present — about $2,000 — is 
lower than the cost of a policy. 

“What that means is in theory 
every company ought to dump their 
plan on the government plan and pay 
the penalty,” he said. “So you don’t 
really know what the cost is because 
it’s designed to fail.” 

Of course, then every employee 
would turn to the government-sub- 
sidized health insurance. Maybe that 
was the central planners’ intention all 
along. 

An owner of 12 [HOPS told me 
that he can’t expand his business be- 
cause he can’t afford the burden of 
Obamacare. Many of his waitresses 
work part time or change jobs every 
few months. He hadn’t been insuring 
them, but Obamacare requires him to. 
He says he can’t make money paying 
a $2,000 penalty for every waitress, 
so he’s cancelled his plans to expand. 
It’s one more reason why job growth 
hasn’t picked up post-recession. 


In the old days, Economics 101 taught 
that if you wanted less of something, you 
taxed it; if you wanted more of some- 
thing, you subsidized it. ObamaCare will 
stimulate demand by adding millions of 
Americans to the rolls of those with sub- 
sidized insurance. Simultaneously, it will 
be a disincentive to economic growth. 
There are, by one count, 21 new or high- 
er taxes in the legislation, and only eight 
have kicked in thus far. These additional 
taxes, points out a spokesman for Ameri- 
cans for Tax Reform, will increase the 
costs of healthcare, trigger a significant 
loss of jobs, and restrict the options that 
Americans have had in the matter of their 
own treatments. 

Then there is the “free-rider” problem 
that ObamaCare presumes to address, 
which tries to deal with the fact that some 
people don’t have insurance but can still 
receive taxpayer-funded treatments. This 
is, unsurprisingly, a side effect of previ- 
ous government actions that essentially 
require hospitals to treat everyone without 
any compensation. 

There are a number of ways to handle 
this well short of the federal takeover en- 
visioned by ObamaCare. John Goodman 
of the National Center for Policy Analysis, 
for example, has outlined a much simpler 
method with tax credits that would provide 
more equitable treatment. Glen Whitman, 
an economics professor at California State 
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Double whammy: Restauranteurs and other employers can’t afford to hire new workers because 
they can’t afford the new costs imposed on them by ObamaCare. Yet without new hiring and job 
expansion and tax monies, the country can’t afford the people in its public-welfare system. 


University, Northridge, also has offered a 
straightforward approach that could get rid 
of or mitigate the consequences of previ- 
ous mandates that have made insurance 
premiums so expensive. 

Those states that desire to assist the un- 
insured, Whitman has suggested, 


ought to repeal some or all of their 
mandated benefit laws, allowing 
firms to offer low-priced catastroph- 
ic care policies to their customers. 
If special-interest pressures hamper 
this solution, the federal government 
could assist by using its power — 
under the Constitution’s interstate 
commerce clause — to guarantee 
customers the right to buy insurance 
policies offered in any state, not just 
their own. That would enable patients 
to patronize firms in states with fewer 
costly mandates. As an added bonus, 
state legislatures might feel pressure 
to ease regulations to attract more 
insurance business from out-of-state 
customers. Removing mandates 
would do far more to expand health 
care coverage than adding new man- 
dates ever could. 


It is possible that the Supreme Court might 


strike down some or all of ObamaCare this 
summer. But depending on a slim number 
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of justices to rescue us from the excesses of 
the executive and legislative branches is a 
risky proposition. The country needs law- 
makers (and Presidents) who will abide by 
the strictures of the Constitution. Writing 
in National Affairs, Professor Eric Claeys, 
of the George Mason University School of 
Law, points out that opponents of Obama- 
Care should be trying to create a coalition 
determined to repeal the legislation, with 
such opponents asking: 


How can Obamacare claim to “regu- 
late” interstate “commerce” when the 
act mandates that citizens purchase a 
service they do not want to buy? How 
can Obamacare claim to be “prop- 
er” under the necessary and proper 
clause when it bloats and constipates 
the national government? And how 
is it “proper” to divert regulation of 
health care and insurance from the 
state and local governments that are 
more accountable and responsive to 
the American people? 


Americans need to realize the underlying 
premise that is important — the struggle 
between government power and individual 
liberty. We used to mock the Soviet Union, 
of which it was said that everything that 
wasn’t mandatory was forbidden. Yet, in 
the land of the free, the government has 


taken upon itself the power to require 
Americans to make a specific commercial 
purchase — using the excuse that it was 
done for our own good. 

Once that precedent is set, is there 
anything that the government could not 
“legally” make us buy? Indeed, it seems 
reasonable to conclude from her answers 
at her confirmation hearings that Justice 
Elena Kagan would deem constitutional a 
mandate to eat broccoli. 

One thing that ObamaCare hasn’t spent 
money on is something that it promised 
to do — fixing the so-called sustainable 
growth rate (SGR) formula used to pay 
doctors in the Medicare system. The gov- 
ernment, as it happens, is better at making 
others do what they are told, as opposed 
to doing what it has pledged. 

In a piece in Virtual Mentor, a journal 
of the American Medical Association, Mi- 
chael Cannon notes that “congressional 
Democrats promised the American Medi- 
cal Association et alia a permanent SGR 
fix in return for supporting ObamaCare. 
That was two years ago. Reports that the 
deal included a bridge in Brooklyn have 
not been confirmed.” 

ObamaCare reinforces the systems 
of price controls that have not worked 
throughout human history, and federal- 
izes and centralizes more personal deci- 
sions — all while driving up costs and 
making any real future corrective that 
much more difficult to achieve. This is 
being done on purpose. As one CBS News 
correspondent put it not long ago — hap- 
pily, mind you — aspects of ObamaCare 
could be considered a “success” because 
“the more people come to depend on 
healthcare reform ... the tougher it will 
be to repeal it.” 

About 40 cents of every dollar the 
government spends is borrowed, and 
last year’s budget deficit was about $1.3 
trillion. Yet, these are the very bungling 
jesters who fancy themselves to be adept 
enough to run the healthcare system for 
the entire United States of America. Their 
promises are sugary enough to give you 
diabetes, but the results are enough to 
drive your blood pressure off the charts. I 

— WILLIAM P. HoAR 
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Dangerous Debt-celling Follies 


emember last sum- 
mer’s dire predic- 
tions about our gov- 


ernment possibly defaulting? 
We were repeatedly told that, 
if the ceiling on the national 
debt wasn’t boosted, the gov- 
ernment wouldn’t be able to 
pay the military, wouldn’t be 
able to send out Social Secu- 
rity checks, and would invite 
severe disruption of the eco- 
nomic situation in numerous 
countries, such as the ones 
that rely on dollars for inter- 
national trade. So Congress 
buckled and immediately * 
raised the national debt by 
$400 billion, followed soon thereafter by another $500 billion 
increase in the absence of a congressional resolution of disap- 
proval (which didn’t happen.) 

Of course, those mid-2011 scares about inability to pay the 
troops and Social Security recipients were bogus, as are so many 
other claims coming out of Washington. Because money pours 
into the federal Treasury every month, a total default wasn’t 
going to happen. But the propaganda blitz did its job, and big 
spenders dutifully fell in line by setting the new ceilings of gov- 
ernment indebtedness at $14,694 trillion and then $15.194 tril- 
lion. That’s $15,194,000,000,000. 

A mere four days after the August 2 increase, Standard & 
Poor’s, the nation’s premier rating agency, which has been in busi- 
ness since 1860, lowered its credit rating for the U.S. federal gov- 
ernment from AAA to AA+. The move marked the first time the 
USS. rating fell below the AAA mark, the top grade ever awarded 
by S&P to any country. Two other rating agencies, Moody’s and 
Fitch, didn’t alter their triple-A rating, but both announced that 
their outlook for the future economic viability of the United States 
was now negative. In other words, these non-government rating 
agencies are telling anyone who will listen that the prospect of 
America’s government paying what it owes is now less likely. 

As part of the debt legislation, Congress created a “super- 
committee” made up of 12 elected officials, six from each of 
its Houses. These supposedly hard-nosed budget cutters were 
tasked to come up with cuts in future spending projections total- 
ing at least $1.2 trillion over the next 10 years. That’s only $120 
billion for each year. But the deficit exceeds $1 trillion every 
year! That’s almost like bailing out a sinking ship with a spoon. 

After months of squabbling, the “supers” gave up. They 
couldn’t even agree on a very modest (maybe I should say in- 
consequential) reduction in the spending projection. And even 
if they did, spending would still continue upward, only not as 
fast as before. 
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IAL DELIVERY FROM the GOVERNMENT....ITS FOR YOUR KIDs ¢ GRANDKIDS., 


Stop for a second and con- 
sider that the indebtedness 
accumulated by fedgov dur- 
ing the first three years of the 
Obama administration totaled 
$4.6 trillion. It took George 
W. Bush eight years to preside 
over $4.6 more in red ink, not 
a record to be proud of but an 
indication of how huge and 
how fast the hole is growing. 

Armed with the latest ceil- 
ings they gave themselves via 
the August budget deal, Con- 
gress and the White House 
acted in predictable fashion. 
Less than six months after 
they gave themselves per- 
mission to spend even more, they spent all of it and zoomed 
past the $15 trillion plateau. What will they do now? That’s 
easy: Raise the ceiling again! 

Last August’s debt deal authorized the President to request in- 
creasing the national debt another $1.2 trillion to $1.5 trillion, on 
top of the earlier $500 billion and $900 billion increases — un- 
less Congress disapproves. And so, on January 12, Obama asked 
for a $1.2 trillion increase. Which President Obama did on Janu- 
ary 12. Congress then had 15 days to disapprove the raise — if 
they wanted to do so. (As we go to press, the House registered 
its disapproval, but not the Senate.) But if congressional disap- 
proval were registered, the President could veto it and the debt 
ceiling would rise anyway. In other words, Congress can go fly 
a kite; the debt ceiling will rise — this time to $16.394 trillion. 

Maya MacGuineas, president of the Committee for a Respon- 
sible Federal Budget, has stated, “There will be heartfelt speeches 
about why we shouldn’t raise the debt ceiling but it was designed 
to be a fait accompli.” The United States is now the most heavily 
indebted nation in all history. Today’s adults don’t feel it as much 
as they should, but the next generation surely will. America is 
being destroyed. Economic collapse in America and elsewhere 
would provide socialists and globalists with a powerful “ratio- 
nale” for a one-world monetary system and a one-world govern- 
ment. Does the word “suicide” come to mind? It should. 

There is one candidate for the GOP nomination who has 
proposed immediate cuts of $1 trillion, elimination of five 
Cabinet departments (Energy, Education, HUD, Interior, and 
Commerce), and abolition of the Transportation Security Ad- 
ministration. The establishment media calls him “kooky.” If he 
should ever get elected President, the money managers at the 
Federal Reserve will surely be looking for work elsewhere. For 
that, the establishment media labels him “nuts.” 

The piper will be paid. The sooner this nation starts paying its 
bill without incurring more debt, the better. Hi 
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